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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. SERRANO).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 12, 2010.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOSE E.
SERRANO to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PRAYER
Reverend Dr. Timothy Goble, Grace
Evangelical Free Church, Colville,
Washington, offered the following
prayer:

Most gracious Lord God, we are con-
tinually encouraged as we sense Your
guardianship as You powerfully deter-
mine the destiny of this Republic. We
acknowledge that the future of all of
our political institutions are staked
upon the capacity of each of us here to
govern, control, and to sustain our-
selves in accordance with the Word of
God.

Today, we acknowledge our depar-
ture from Your Word and ask for Your
forgiveness. May Your Word once again
become the guiding light for our
homes, our schools, our courtrooms,
and workplaces. Lay upon the hearts of
all those who serve in this great histor-
ical room the need to establish a per-
sonal relationship with You that will
grow them into servant leaders, who
make their constituents the bene-
ficiary of every decision from Your di-
vine perspective. May they walk hum-
bly with each other, acknowledging
their mutual duty of loving forbear-
ance. All this we ask in the name of
Jesus. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

—————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. POE of Texas led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

WELCOMING REVEREND DR.
TIMOTHY GOBLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentlewoman from
Washington (Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS)
is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr.
Speaker, it is my great honor and
pleasure to welcome Pastor Tim Goble,
who gave the opening prayer to Con-
gress this morning. He’s the Pastor of
Grace Evangelical Free Church in
Colville, Washington, where he and his
family have been faithfully serving our
Lord in ministry to the people of that
area for the past 23 years. He’s been my
pastor. Over the years, I've become
friends with his wife, Jane, and their
three sons, Nathan, Stephen, and Dan-
iel.

His first job after seminary was serv-
ing as a youth pastor in northern Indi-
ana from 1976 to 1986. He then moved
across the country to Washington
State in 1987, to become pastor of a
new church plant of 35 people. Since
then, the church has grown steadily,
making a tremendous difference in the

lives of all who have walked through
its doors, including me and my family.
I admire Pastor Tim and his family
and appreciate their leadership, serv-
ice, commitment to our community,
and their example to all of us. Thank
you for coming to the United States
Congress to lead us in prayer today.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-
quests for 1-minute speeches on each
side of the aisle.

———

MOVE TO RENEWABLE ENERGY

(Mr. HALL of New York asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

Mr. HALL of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to say: It will not be the
U.S. taxpayer who is stuck with the
bill for the tragic oil spill that is still
spewing hundreds of thousands of bar-
rels of oil into the Gulf of Mexico. Brit-
ish Petroleum had $6 billion in profit
last quarter alone. That’s profit, not
earnings. And that’s the first place we
should be looking to pay for this oil
spill. We all know how much money
Halliburton socked away, thanks to
the last administration. Their deep
pockets also need to be tapped to pay
for their negligence.

For years, we’ve heard from the oil
industry that offshore drilling is safer
than ever, cleaner than ever. Not true.
Meanwhile, o0il companies like BP
spent years making billions while
gouging consumers. We in the House
are going to make sure that they pay
for cleaning up this unprecedented ca-
tastrophe. It’s time to truly move be-
yond petroleum into renewable energy
and energy efficiency.
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WARNING TO TEXAS STATE
LEGISLATORS

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the
Texas Department of Public Safety has
issued a stern safety warning to mem-
bers of the Texas legislature living
near the southern border: Remove your
car license plates that say ‘‘State offi-
cial” on them. Texas legislators were
warned to remove their identifying car
license plates because of threats from
Mexican drug cartels. Based on intel-
ligence estimates from information
they have received, law enforcement
cautioned that the drug cartels may
target members of the Texas legisla-
ture for assaults and kidnappings, espe-
cially those living on the border re-
gion. Some of the members and their
staffs have removed those ‘‘State offi-
cial” license plates and some are seek-
ing concealed carry permits. There
have been earlier reports of Mexican
officials being assaulted and kidnapped
by the cartels in Mexico. Now the
threats have crossed to our side of the
porous border region.

Now it seems to me the National
Guard is probably better suited to deal
with the violent narco-terrorists than
a bunch of legislative staffers with con-
cealed weapons—even in Texas.

And that’s just the way it is.

————

ESOP PROMOTION AND EXPANSION
ACT

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. BLUMENAUER. This week, rep-
resentatives from employee-owned S
corporations from around America will
be on Capitol Hill, giving a chance for
Members and staff to hear directly
from these employee owners how their
investment and hard work facilitated
by this unique ownership helps create
jobs and helps their employee owners
prepare for retirement; how they ex-
panded jobs here in America, even in
this difficult environment.

In 2008, for instance, ESOP increased
employment 2 percent, while our econ-
omy overall shed almost 3 percent of
the jobs. Employee-owned business
wages increased at twice the national
average. Each company is a unique
American success story. That’s why I
hope you will join me in cosponsoring
H.R. 3586, the ESOP Promotion and Ex-
pansion Act, to protect and enhance
employee-owned corporations.

———

CONGRATULATING ALLEN
AMERICANS HOCKEY TEAM

(Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Today,
I'd like to congratulate the players and
coaches of the Allen Americans Hockey
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Team for capturing the Southern Con-
ference championship title. This is the
first time a first-season team has ac-
complished this. After a stellar inau-
gural, winning season, the minor
league hockey team earned a slot in
the playoffs. They won two playoff se-
ries against Laredo and Odessa. Their
final postseason game against the
Rapid City Rush ended in a double
overtime battle. It’s no surprise they
sent four players up to the American
Hockey League.

The Allen Americans play at the
Allen Event Center, and folks should be
proud to have such an accomplished,
dedicated team representing their com-
munity. I've seen them—and they’re
good. I had the privilege of cheering on
the Americans last season and I look
forward to attending more games in
the future.

I wish the team and its players all
the best. Congratulations. God bless
you. I salute you. As the fans like to
cheer: Dread the Red!

ECONOMY TRENDING IN THE
RIGHT DIRECTION

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, this is
a chart prepared by the Joint Eco-
nomic Committee, which I call the V
chart—not for victory, or total victory,
but it certainly shows success and that
we’re trending in the right direction in
our economy. The red bars on the chart
represent the job losses under the prior
administration. The last month of the
Bush administration, this country lost
over 770,000 jobs. The blue bars rep-
resent the record of the Obama admin-
istration as we recover from the depths
of an inherited economic disaster.

There is still much left to do as we
recover from the great recession. Mil-
lions of Americans still suffer. But if
we wish to avoid repeating history, we
should first remember and understand
it. The policies of the past drove our
economy down. The policies of this
Congress have begun to lift it up. You
can see it here very clearly in a V and
in red, white, and blue.

———
OPTING OUT OF ANOTHER
GOVERNMENT MANDATE

(Mr. FLEMING asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1

minute.)
Mr. FLEMING. Mr. Speaker, last
week, Governor Bobby Jindal an-

nounced that Louisiana, along with 16
other States, would not participate in
the government takeover of health
care’s temporary high risk pools. I
commend Governor Jindal on this deci-
sion and for having the foresight not to
put Louisiana on the hook for yet an-
other tax-increasing, job-killing, un-
funded mandate, and subjecting our
citizens to more Federal inefficiency
and bureaucracy.

While I have always supported the
concept of high risk pools, this effort
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will thrust the burden onto the backs
of Louisiana taxpayers, eventually sad-
dling them with another federally man-
dated program they can ill afford.
Louisianans have made it clear that
they are sick and tired of carrying the
water for an ever-expanding Federal
Government. I commend our Governor
for doing the right thing for our State
and our country.

———

END KARZAT'S WAR IN
AFGHANISTAN

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Afghan President
Karzai is in Washington this week
seeking another $33 billion to keep the
war going, meeting with the White
House to present his so-called ‘‘peace
proposal” to allocate $160 million from
international donors to fund new gov-
ernment bodies, pay off insurgents who
agree to stop fighting, and to under-
mine efforts to establish local govern-
ance.

Ranked the second most corrupt gov-
ernment in the world, only behind So-
malia, Mr. Karzai’s blatant govern-
ment corruption, his ties to Big Oil,
and his ties to Afghanistan’s most no-
torious drug pushers, including his own
brother, is no secret. While he’s being
treated as royalty in Washington, mil-
lions of dollars shuffle through Kabul
Airport, unaccounted for, as Mr. Karzai
builds villas in Dubai. Meanwhile, I
have constituents in Cleveland who are
struggling to stay in their homes.

The longer this charade of nation
building and counterinsurgency strat-
egy in Afghanistan continues, the more
U.S. soldiers and innocent Afghan ci-
vilians die. He wants $33 billion for war
to continue in Afghanistan. Here at
home, Americans need jobs and access
to education and health care. Billions
would be better spent rebuilding Amer-
ica than sending it to Afghanistan to
continue a war.

Bring our troops home. End the war.

———————

NETWORKS SHOW BIAS ON
ARIZONA IMMIGRATION LAW

(Mr. SMITH of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
television network news stories about
Arizona immigration enforcement law
have been overwhelmingly negative,
according to a new analysis by the
Media Research Center. From April 23
to May 3, negative news reports on
ABC, CBS, and NBC outnumbered posi-
tive reports by a margin of 12 to 1. This
kind of extreme bias is a danger to de-
mocracy. And nowhere is it more evi-
dent than in reporting about immigra-
tion.

Only 10 percent of network reports
acknowledged that a majority of Amer-
icans support the Arizona law and that
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9 out of 10 say it is important to reduce
illegal immigration. The networks
should give Americans the facts about
immigration, not just give them one
side of the story.

——
0 1015

BUTLER COUNTY UNITED WAY
AND LABOR COMMUNITY SERVICE

(Mrs. DAHLKEMPER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. DAHLKEMPER. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise to express my gratitude to the
United Way of Butler County, Pennsyl-
vania, and their partners in the labor
community for their annual service
program Butler County Labor Month of
Caring. The Butler County United
Labor Council and the Butler County
Building and Construction Trades are
working with the United Way to help
make homes safer in Butler. Safety
equipment like smoke alarms and car-
bon monoxide detectors save lives. Yet
many homes, particularly those of sen-
ior citizens, don’t have these devices
installed and working. Every Saturday
throughout the month of May in Butler
County, volunteer workers will install
smoke and carbon monoxide detectors
in homes whose residents cannot do so
themselves due to age, health, or in-
come limitations.

On behalf of the United States House
of Representatives, I thank the Butler
County labor community and United
Way for their generosity in giving the
gift of safety.

———

VALUE-ADDED TAX

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, consumer
spending is critical to creating new
jobs, and the last thing we want to do
during a recovery is discourage it. Un-
fortunately, we are hearing whispers
and rumblings that the President’s
debt commission could recommend a
new value-added tax before the end of
the year, a VAT tax. Close advisers to
the President such as Paul Volcker and
John Podesta have publicly supported
this tax which is already widely used in
Europe.

The problem is that European taxes
mean European unemployment and Eu-
ropean levels of job growth. From 1982
to 2007, the U.S. created 45 million new
jobs, compared to only 10 million in
Europe. VAT taxes raised the price of
goods, directly reducing consumer pur-
chasing power, and this means fewer
jobs.

I think we need to make it clear to
the debt commission that a VAT tax is
no solution to our fiscal problems. The
real solution is to restrain Federal
Government spending that has far out-
stripped its traditional boundaries. I'm
circulating a letter for signatures to
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the commission opposing the VAT tax,
and I hope all my colleagues will stand
with me against the VAT tax.

———

WORKING TOGETHER TO REBUILD
THIS COUNTRY

(Mr. KAGEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. KAGEN. Mr. Speaker, this past
weekend, I met with people in Apple-
ton, Shawano and Green Bay, Wis-
consin, listening to their concerns. And
what did they ask me to do? They
asked me to cut their taxes and to help
small business owners grow the jobs
that we need to work our way back
into prosperity.

Well, you may not have seen it on
television or heard it on the radio, but
President Obama and the Democrats
here in Congress have already delivered
the biggest tax cuts in American his-
tory. In USA Today 2 days ago, it said:
“Tax Bills in 2009 at Lowest Level
Since 1950.”” But don’t stop there. Let’s
take the word of President Reagan’s
domestic economic adviser Mr. Bart-
lett: ‘“‘Federal taxes are very consider-
ably lower by every measure since
Obama became President. According to
the JCT, last year’s $787 billion stim-
ulus bill, enacted with no Republican
support, reduced Federal taxes by al-
most $100 billion in 2009 and another
$222 billion this year.”

But we all know that helping small
business must be a top priority as well.
And that’s why we passed the bipar-
tisan HIRE Act which will generate
jobs. That’s why we worked together
with Republicans and Democrats to
pass the HOME STAR Act. We’'re work-
ing together to rebuild this country.

———

PASS THE SHORT LINE RAILROAD
TAX CREDIT

(Mr. SCHOCK asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SCHOCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the extension of the
Short Line Railroad tax credits that
have recently expired. Because this
credit has not been extended for 2010,
the Illinois & Midland and Tazewell &
Peoria Railroads in my district have
not been able to perform much-needed
maintenance to their infrastructure.
These companies depend on the exten-
sion of this credit to keep their track
laborers working and to continue to in-
vest in their track which is necessary
to serve local businesses in my district.
Companies like Caterpillar, Exelon,
Midwest Generation, Reed Minerals,
Aventine Renewable Energy, and many
others may lose their connection to the
national freight rail network.

The problems facing these companies
in my district are not unique to the
rail industry. The uncertainty of all of
these expiring credits leave businesses
in a state of flux, unwilling to make
the necessary investments and long-
term planning to expand their busi-
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nesses and put people back to work.
Over 250 Members of this body have al-
ready signed legislation which extends
this credit. I urge the Speaker to call
this bill and to pass the Short Line
Railroad tax credit today.

————
WALL STREET REFORM

(Mr. TONKO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of Wall Street reform
and ask, Which side are you on? In my
opinion, the debate on Wall Street re-
form is straightforward. There are
those who support hardworking Amer-
ican families and small businesses
against those who wish to protect the
status quo and big Wall Street banks
which are to blame for the current re-
cession.

For example, last year this House
passed the Wall Street Reform and
Consumer Protection Act. None—that’s
right, zero—of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle supported that
bill. The other side can no longer ig-
nore American families who have
worked hard and played by the rules,
only to see their homes foreclosed on,
their retirement savings lost, their
business destroyed, or their jobs wiped
out.

We need commonsense reforms and
stronger consumer protections to en-
sure that a crisis on this order of mag-
nitude never happens again. It is time
we streamlined government and put a
cop on the beat of Wall Street to pro-
tect American families and businesses.
Absent this cop, Wall Street will regu-
late itself as it did under the previous
administration. The American econ-
omy cannot afford to live through real-
life tragedy again and neither can her
families.

————

REAUTHORIZE THE AMERICA
COMPETES ACT

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of the reauthorization of the
America COMPETES Act. Fifty years
ago in Dallas, Texas, at Texas Instru-
ments, Dr. Jack Kilby invented the
microchip. This ground-breaking tech-
nology is arguably the catalyst of the
information age and the entire field of
modern microelectronics. At that time,
this technology was unimaginable. If
not for Dr. Kilby, it is feasible that so-
phisticated high-speed computers,
large-scale semiconductors may cease
to exist.

The example Dr. Kilby set proves it
is the American people that will create
the next technological feat. In order to
become energy independent, create new
jobs and exports, and develop the next
great technology, we must invest
robustly in scientific education and in-
novation. This is the goal of America
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COMPETES, and I am pleased the pro-
visions in this bill are for all Ameri-
cans. I, along with my supportive col-
leagues, want to thank the House lead-
ership for bringing this important leg-
islation to the floor.

———

RETURNING STABILITY TO THE
DAIRY INDUSTRY

(Mr. COSTA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, today I will
introduce legislation to help put our
dairy legislation on track and prevent
future dairy crashes like the one we’re
now in. The Daily Price Stabilization
Act is not just about trying to elevate
dairy prices. It’s about returning sta-
bility to the dairy industry. I was
raised on a dairy farm, and we know
that dairy boom and bust cycles have
always existed. But in the past decade,
booms have gotten shorter and the
busts longer and more severe. These
highs and lows have forced many
dairies to shut down. In the last 2
years, we’ve lost over $12 billion of eq-
uity in the industry; and, sadly, some
dairymen have taken their own lives.

This unsustainable cycle must stop.
Dairies can no longer survive on milk
checks that are lower than their cost
of production. Our bill gives dairymen
the option to grow as they see fit, pro-
vides incentives to better align supply
and demand. Mr. Speaker, we must
take swift action now to protect our
local dairy farmers across the Nation. I
encourage my colleagues to join in this
effort.

————

THE ECONOMY

(Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, over the last several months,
I have visited factory floors in Bur-
lington, Meriden, and Waterbury, Con-
necticut, and the news is good. Orders
are returning; revenue is up; access to
capital is coming back. And we have
seen it in the national numbers. Last
week, the Department of Labor re-
ported that 290,000 jobs were added in
April, a larger-than-expected increase.
And last year, thanks to the tax cuts
that this House passed, consumer
spending has started to increase, jump-
ing up by 3.5 percent in the last report.

But we have to do more in Con-
necticut. Our economic recovery won’t
be complete until manufacturing com-
pletely rebounds, and that won’t hap-
pen until this Congress decides to start
spending U.S. taxpayer dollars here on
U.S. jobs. Our economy is coming back,
but its recovery will not be full until
we make a commitment to buy Amer-
ican.
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WE'RE BAILING OUT GREECE

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Our country is weary of
borrowing and spending and bailouts
from Washington, D.C. So the Amer-
ican people deserve to know we’re bail-
ing out Greece, and future Americans
may be picking up the tab for as much
as $50 billion in additional loan guaran-
tees for the rest of Europe in the form
of a bailout.

Here’s how it works: the European
Union’s members and the IMF recently
pledged $145 billion in a Greek bailout;
$40 billion of that came from the Inter-
national Monetary Fund. Since the
United States pays 17 percent—we’re
the largest contributor to the IMF—
American taxpayers are on the hook
for $6.8 billion in loan guarantees from
the IMF, and it may just be a down
payment. The EU this last weekend
talked about a $1 trillion bailout plan
that could put U.S. taxpayers on the
hook for $50 billion in additional loan
guarantees to bail out Europe.

Look, the EU was formed to compete
with the US of A economically, and it
is simply not right to ask the people of
the United States of America to pro-
vide loan guarantees to bail out an eco-
nomic competitor in Europe. Nobody
wants to see the EU fail, but we’re not
asking for their help in New Jersey or
California. They shouldn’t be asking
our help for Portugal, Spain, or Greece.

——————

DEPLOY THE NATIONAL GUARD
TO THE U.S.-MEXICAN BORDER

(Ms. GIFFORDS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. GIFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to urge President Barack Obama
to improve security on our southern
border by immediately deploying the
National Guard. On March 27, Rob
Krentz, whose family has been ranch-
ing along the U.S.-Mexico border for
over 100 years, was tragically mur-
dered, murdered on his own land. Three
days later, I wrote to the President and
asked him to send back the National
Guard to protect our citizens who live
and work along the border. I renewed
that request 2 weeks ago and again last
week.

Deployment of the National Guard is
an essential first step in reassuring
border residents of our commitment to
their safety and security. The people
that I represent do not believe that the
Federal Government has heard their
pleas, and they grow worse and worse
every single day. Much has been done
to improve border security, but our
border is not yet secure, contrary to
whatever people say.

Drug cartel violence increasingly
threatens the lives of our citizens; and
on behalf of the thousands of Ameri-
cans who live in the troubled sections
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of the U.S.-Mexico border but particu-
larly in southern Arizona, I ask again
that the President immediately deploy
the National Guard. The first responsi-
bility of the government is to ensure
the safety of its citizens, and we must
take action.

——————

THE AMERICA COMPETES ACT IS
GOOD FOR OUR ECONOMIC FUTURE

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, earlier
this year, I was proud to cofound the
Congressional Task Force on American
Competitiveness. The reason we did
that is while this Democratic Congress
makes the kind of short-term required
investments to keep our economy sta-
ble and to grow it from the depths of a
recession that we have just emerged
from, we still need to keep our eyes on
the prize, and that is growing an econ-
omy, investing in an economy that will
provide vibrant job growth opportuni-
ties for our children and grandchildren.

This is why the task force strongly
supports the reauthorization of the
America COMPETES Act, a piece of
legislation that will expand our grow-
ing commitment to science and techno-
logical education, to innovative re-
search and also to utilizing our manu-
facturing base to grow the economies
of the future. Yes, the America COM-
PETES Act will make the kind of long-
term investment that will create the
economy that will sustain our society
for years to come and create the kind
of futuristic jobs that we can all be
proud of.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
the America COMPETES Act which
will sustain this economy in the fu-
ture.

———

DOUBLING THE BUDGETS OF OUR
BASIC RESEARCH AGENCIES

(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, we learned
last week that April was the fourth
consecutive month of job growth in the
United States. The tax cuts and invest-
ments made by the Recovery Act are
turning the economy around. Funding
for scientific research and infrastruc-
ture in that act has put to work sci-
entists and construction workers and
others.

But after years of underinvestment
in research, this part of the Recovery
Act, $22 billion, was merely a down
payment on our future economic com-
petitiveness. The America COMPETES
Reauthorization Act in the House this
week will build on these successes,
among other things, by authorizing
funding levels to continue to double
the budgets of our basic research agen-
cies. These investments will pay big
dividends as recoveries and innovations
lead to new industries, like Google and
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Cisco and Genentech, that will Kkeep
our Nation competitive. If we intend to
lead the global economy, we cannot af-
ford to neglect innovation and the in-
frastructure that produces that innova-
tion and that has produced these eco-
nomic powerhouses.

As a member of the Congressional
Task Force on Competitiveness, I urge
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant legislation.

————
O 1030

WALL STREET REFORM

(Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend her remarks.)

Ms. EDWARDS of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, I join millions of Americans
to demand that finally Congress get to
the business of reforming Wall Street.
Let’s get a bill to the President and
let’s let him sign something that bene-
fits Main Street.

Eighteen months ago, I joined work-
ing families across the country in
anger and frustration over lax regula-
tion that led to unfettered greed, ulti-
mately forcing Main Street to bear the
burden of a Wall Street bailout. In the
wake of these unprecedented, though
necessary, actions, the American peo-
ple demanded tough new regulations in
exchange. Our party has introduced
legislation to put an end to taxpayer-
funded bailouts of Wall Street firms
that bend the rules and avoid regula-
tion.

But as I stand here today, these firms
are nothing more than common thugs
working with their allies on the other
side of the aisle to continue their risky
investing. So we have to send a clear
message that we will stand up for
working people and reform the indus-
try that almost brought us to the brink
of economic collapse.

Mr. Speaker, our colleagues in Con-
gress face a choice: either stand up for
working people and our values or pro-
tect the greed and risk of Wall Street.
For me, the choice is really clear. It is
time to put Wall Street back in line
with Main Street.

——
TRIBUTE TO REV. JESSE SCOTT

(Ms. TITUS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to pay tribute to Rev. Jesse Scott, a
fine hero and a lifelong civil rights
leader who passed away on Monday.

A native of Louisiana, Reverend.
Scott moved to Las Vegas in 1970 to be-
come president of the local NAACP
chapter. In that role, and later as exec-
utive director of the Nevada Equal
Rights Commission, Reverend Scott
was a loved and respected leader whose
commitment to justice was unparal-
leled. Reverend Scott once said, ‘“‘God
placed me in the position to help oth-
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ers as I have been helped by others.”
And by all accounts, that is exactly
what he did.

His legacy will live on in the lives of
all those he touched in his fight for
equality, in his work at the Second
Baptist Church, and in the acts of
many public servants, including my-
self, whom he inspired and mentored.
My thoughts and prayers are with Rev-
erend Scott’s family and friends during
this sad time.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

————

SATELLITE TELEVISION
EXTENSION AND LOCALISM ACT

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 3333) to extend the statutory license
for secondary transmissions under title
17, United States Code, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 3333

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Satellite Television Extension and Lo-
calism Act of 2010°".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
TITLE I—STATUTORY LICENSES

101. Reference.

102. Modifications to statutory license
for satellite carriers.

Modifications to statutory license
for satellite carriers in local
markets.

Modifications to cable system sec-
ondary transmission rights
under section 111.

Certain waivers granted to pro-
viders of local-into-local serv-
ice for all DMAs.

106. Copyright Office fees.

107. Termination of license.

108. Construction.

TITLE II—COMMUNICATIONS
PROVISIONS

Reference.

Extension of authority.

Significantly viewed stations.

Digital television transition con-
forming amendments.

Application pending completion of
rulemakings.

Process for issuing qualified carrier
certification.

Nondiscrimination in carriage of
high definition digital signals
of noncommercial educational
television stations.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 103.

Sec. 104.

Sec. 105.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

201.
202.
208.
204.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 205.

Sec. 206.

Sec. 207.
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Sec. 208. Savings clause regarding defini-

tions.
Sec. 209. State public affairs broadcasts.
TITLE ITI—REPORTS AND SAVINGS
PROVISION

Definition.

Report on market based alter-
natives to statutory licensing.

Report on communications impli-
cations of statutory licensing
modifications.

Report on in-state broadcast pro-
gramming.

Local network channel broadcast
reports.

Savings provision regarding use of
negotiated licenses.

Effective date; Noninfringement of
copyright.

TITLE IV—SEVERABILITY

401. Severability.

TITLE V—DETERMINATION OF

BUDGETARY EFFECTS

501. Determination of Budgetary Ef-

fects.

TITLE I—STATUTORY LICENSES

SEC. 101. REFERENCE.

Except as otherwise provided, whenever in
this title an amendment is made to a section
or other provision, the reference shall be
considered to be made to such section or pro-
vision of title 17, United States Code.

SEC. 102. MODIFICATIONS TO STATUTORY LI-

CENSE FOR SATELLITE CARRIERS.

(a) HEADING RENAMED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The heading of section 119
is amended by striking ‘‘superstations and
network stations for private home viewing”’
and inserting ‘‘distant television program-
ming by satellite”.

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for chapter 1 is amended by striking
the item relating to section 119 and inserting
the following:

““119. Limitations on exclusive rights: Sec-
ondary transmissions of distant
television programming by sat-
ellite.”.

(b) UNSERVED HOUSEHOLD DEFINED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 119(d)(10) is
amended—

(A) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following:

‘“(A) cannot receive, through the use of an
antenna, an over-the-air signal containing
the primary stream, or, on or after the quali-
fying date, the multicast stream, originating
in that household’s local market and affili-
ated with that network of—

¢“(i) if the signal originates as an analog
signal, Grade B intensity as defined by the
Federal Communications Commission in sec-
tion 73.683(a) of title 47, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, as in effect on January 1, 1999; or

‘“(ii) if the signal originates as a digital
signal, intensity defined in the values for the
digital television noise-limited service con-
tour, as defined in regulations issued by the
Federal Communications Commission (sec-
tion 73.622(e) of title 47, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations), as such regulations may be amend-
ed from time to time;’’;

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)(14)”’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (a)(13),”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘Satellite Home Viewer Ex-
tension and Reauthorization Act of 2004’ and
inserting ‘‘Satellite Television Extension
and Localism Act of 2010’; and

(C) in subparagraph (D), by
‘“(a)(12)”’ and inserting ‘‘(a)(11)”.

(2) QUALIFYING DATE DEFINED.—Section
119(d) is amended by adding at the end the
following:

‘‘(14) QUALIFYING DATE.—The term ‘quali-
fying date’, for purposes of paragraph (10)(A),
means—

301.
302.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 303.

Sec. 304.

Sec. 305.
Sec. 306.

Sec. 307.

Sec.

Sec.

striking
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“(A) October 1, 2010, for multicast streams
that exist on March 31, 2010; and

‘(B) January 1, 2011, for all other multicast
streams.”.

(c) FILING FEE.—Section 119(b)(1) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and”
after the semicolon at the end;

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘(C) a filing fee, as determined by the Reg-
ister of Copyrights pursuant to section
708(a).”’.

(d) DEPOSIT OF STATEMENTS AND FEES;
VERIFICATION PROCEDURES.—Section 119(b) is
amended—

(1) by amending the subsection heading to
read as follows: ‘‘(b) DEPOSIT OF STATEMENTS
AND FEES; VERIFICATION PROCEDURES.—’;

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara-
graph (B) and inserting the following:

‘“(B) a royalty fee payable to copyright
owners pursuant to paragraph (4) for that 6-
month period, computed by multiplying the
total number of subscribers receiving each
secondary transmission of a primary stream
or multicast stream of each non-network
station or network station during each cal-
endar year month by the appropriate rate in
effect under this subsection; and’’;

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), and

(4) as paragraphs (3), (4), and (5), respec-
tively:;

(4) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(2) VERIFICATION OF ACCOUNTS AND FEE
PAYMENTS.—The Register of Copyrights shall
issue regulations to permit interested par-
ties to verify and audit the statements of ac-
count and royalty fees submitted by satellite
carriers under this subsection.”’;

(5) in paragraph (3), as redesignated, in the
first sentence—

(A) by inserting ‘‘(including the filing fee
specified in paragraph (1)(C))” after ‘‘shall
receive all fees’’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘paragraph (4)”’ and insert-
ing ‘‘paragraph (5)’’;

(6) in paragraph (4), as redesignated—

(A) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)"’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘paragraph (3)’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘paragraph (4)” each place
it appears and inserting ‘‘paragraph (5)’’; and

(7) in paragraph (5), as redesignated, by
striking ‘‘paragraph (2)” and inserting
“paragraph (3)”.

(e) ADJUSTMENT OF ROYALTY FEES.—Sec-
tion 119(c) is amended as follows:

(1) Paragraph (1) is amended—

(A) in the heading for such paragraph, by
striking ‘“‘ANALOG’’;

(B) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking ‘‘primary analog trans-
missions” and inserting ‘‘primary trans-
missions”’; and

(ii) by striking “‘July 1, 2004 and inserting
“July 1, 2009°’;

(C) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) by striking ‘‘January 2, 2005, the Librar-
ian of Congress’ and inserting ‘‘June 1, 2010,
the Copyright Royalty Judges’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘“‘primary analog trans-
mission” and inserting ‘‘primary trans-
missions’’;

(D) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘Li-
brarian of Congress’” and inserting ‘‘Copy-
right Royalty Judges’’;

(E) in subparagraph (D)—

(i) in clause (i)—

(I) by striking ‘(i) Voluntary agreements’’
and inserting the following:

‘(1) VOLUNTARY AGREEMENTS; FILING.—Vo0l-
untary agreements’’; and

(IT) by striking ‘‘that a parties’ and insert-
ing ‘‘that are parties’’; and

(ii) in clause (ii)—
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(I) by striking “‘(ii)(I) Within” and insert-
ing the following:

‘‘(ii) PROCEDURE FOR ADOPTION OF FEES.—

“(I) PUBLICATION OF NOTICE.—Within”’;

(IT) in subclause (I), by striking ‘“‘an arbi-
tration proceeding pursuant to subparagraph
(E)” and inserting ‘‘a proceeding under sub-
paragraph (F)’;

(III) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘(II)
Upon receiving a request under subclause (I),
the Librarian of Congress’ and inserting the
following:

‘“(IT) PUBLIC NOTICE OF FEES.—Upon receiv-
ing a request under subclause (I), the Copy-
right Royalty Judges’’; and

(IV) in subclause (I1I)—

(aa) by striking ¢‘(III) The Librarian’ and
inserting the following:

“(III) ADOPTION OF FEES.—The Copyright
Royalty Judges’’;

(bb) by striking ‘‘an arbitration pro-
ceeding” and inserting ‘‘the proceeding
under subparagraph (F)’’; and

(cc) by striking ‘‘the arbitration pro-
ceeding’’ and inserting ‘‘that proceeding’’;

(F) in subparagraph (E)—

(i) by striking ‘‘Copyright Office” and in-
serting ‘“‘Copyright Royalty Judges’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘“May 31, 2010’ and insert-
ing ‘“December 31, 2014’’; and

(G) in subparagraph (F)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘COMPUL-
SORY ARBITRATION”’ and inserting ‘‘COPYRIGHT
ROYALTY JUDGES PROCEEDING’;

(ii) in clause (i)—

(I) in the heading, by striking ‘‘PRO-
CEEDINGS’’ and inserting ‘‘THE PROCEEDING’’;

(IT) in the matter preceding subclause (I)—

(aa) by striking ‘“May 1, 2005, the Librarian
of Congress’” and inserting ‘‘September 1,
2010, the Copyright Royalty Judges’’;

(bb) by striking ‘‘arbitration proceedings’’
and inserting ‘‘a proceeding’’;

(cc) by striking ‘‘fee to be paid’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘fees to be paid’’;

(dd) by striking ‘‘primary analog trans-
mission’ and inserting ‘‘the primary trans-
missions’; and

(ee) by striking ‘‘distributors’ and insert-
ing ‘‘distributors—"’;

(III) in subclause (II)—

(aa) by striking ‘“Librarian of Congress’’
and inserting ‘‘Copyright Royalty Judges’’;
and

(bb) by striking ‘‘arbitration’’; and

(IV) by amending the last sentence to read
as follows: ‘‘Such proceeding shall be con-
ducted under chapter 8.”’;

(iii) in clause (ii), by amending the matter
preceding subclause (I) to read as follows:

“(ii) ESTABLISHMENT OF ROYALTY FEES.—In
determining royalty fees under this subpara-
graph, the Copyright Royalty Judges shall
establish fees for the secondary trans-
missions of the primary transmissions of
network stations and non-network stations
that most clearly represent the fair market
value of secondary transmissions, except
that the Copyright Royalty Judges shall ad-
just royalty fees to account for the obliga-
tions of the parties under any applicable vol-
untary agreement filed with the Copyright
Royalty Judges in accordance with subpara-
graph (D). In determining the fair market
value, the Judges shall base their decision on
economic, competitive, and programming in-
formation presented by the parties, includ-
ing—;

(iv) by amending clause (iii) to read as fol-
lows:

‘“(iii) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR DECISION OF
COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES.—The obligation
to pay the royalty fees established under a
determination that is made by the Copyright
Royalty Judges in a proceeding under this
paragraph shall be effective as of January 1,
2010.”’; and

(v) in clause (iv)—

May 12, 2010

(I) in the heading, by striking “‘FEE’ and
inserting ‘“‘FEES’’; and

(IT) by striking ‘‘fee referred to in (iii)”’ and
inserting ‘‘fees referred to in clause (iii)”.

(2) Paragraph (2) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

‘(2) ANNUAL ROYALTY FEE ADJUSTMENT.—
Effective January 1 of each year, the royalty
fee payable under subsection (b)(1)(B) for the
secondary transmission of the primary
transmissions of network stations and non-
network stations shall be adjusted by the
Copyright Royalty Judges to reflect any
changes occurring in the cost of living as de-
termined by the most recent Consumer Price
Index (for all consumers and for all items)
published by the Secretary of Labor before
December 1 of the preceding year. Notifica-
tion of the adjusted fees shall be published in
the Federal Register at least 25 days before
January 1.”.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—

1) SUBSCRIBER.—Section
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(8) SUBSCRIBER; SUBSCRIBE.—

““(A) SUBSCRIBER.—The term ‘subscriber’
means a person or entity that receives a sec-
ondary transmission service from a satellite
carrier and pays a fee for the service, di-
rectly or indirectly, to the satellite carrier
or to a distributor.

‘“(B) SUBSCRIBE.—The term ‘subscribe’
means to elect to become a subscriber.”.

(2) LOCAL MARKET.—Section 119(d)(11) is
amended to read as follows:

‘(11) LOoCAL MARKET.—The term ‘local mar-
ket’ has the meaning given such term under
section 122(j).”.

(3) LOW POWER TELEVISION STATION.—Sec-
tion 119(d) is amended by striking paragraph
(12) and redesignating paragraphs (13) and
(14) as paragraphs (12) and (13), respectively.

(4) MULTICAST STREAM.—Section 119(d), as
amended by paragraph (3), is further amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘(14) MULTICAST STREAM.—The term
‘multicast stream’ means a digital stream
containing programming and program-re-
lated material affiliated with a television
network, other than the primary stream.”’.

(5) PRIMARY STREAM.—Section 119(d), as
amended by paragraph (4), is further amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘(15) PRIMARY STREAM.—The term ‘primary
stream’ means—

““(A) the single digital stream of program-
ming as to which a television broadcast sta-
tion has the right to mandatory carriage
with a satellite carrier under the rules of the
Federal Communications Commission in ef-
fect on July 1, 2009; or

‘(B) if there is no stream described in sub-
paragraph (A), then either—

““(i) the single digital stream of program-
ming associated with the network last trans-
mitted by the station as an analog signal; or

‘‘(ii) if there is no stream described in
clause (i), then the single digital stream of
programming affiliated with the network
that, as of July 1, 2009, had been offered by
the television broadcast station for the long-
est period of time.”’.

(6) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 119(d) is
amended in paragraphs (1), (2), and (5) by
striking ‘‘which’” each place it appears and
inserting ‘‘that’.

(g) SUPERSTATION REDESIGNATED AS NON-
NETWORK STATION.—Section 119 is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘superstation’ each place it
appears in a heading and each place it ap-
pears in text and inserting ‘‘non-network
station’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘superstations’ each place
it appears in a heading and each place it ap-
pears in text and inserting ‘‘non-network
stations’.

119(A)(8)  is
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(h) REMOVAL OF CERTAIN PROVISIONS.—

(1) REMOVAL OF PROVISIONS.—Section 119(a)
is amended—

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara-
graph (C) and redesignating subparagraph
(D) as subparagraph (C);

(B) by striking paragraph (3) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (4) through (14) as para-
graphs (3) through (13), respectively; and

(C) by striking paragraph (15) and redesig-
nating paragraph (16) as paragraph (14).

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 119
is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘(5), (6),
and (8)”’ and inserting ‘‘(4), (5), and (7)"’;

(ii) in paragraph (2)—

(I) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sub-
paragraphs (B) and (C) of this paragraph and
paragraphs (5), (6), (7), and (8)” and inserting
‘“‘subparagraph (B) of this paragraph and
paragraphs (4), (5), (6), and (7)’;

(IT) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking the
second sentence; and

(ITI) in subparagraph (C) (as redesignated),
by striking clauses (i) and (ii) and inserting
the following:

‘(i) INITIAL LISTS.—A satellite carrier that
makes secondary transmissions of a primary
transmission made by a network station pur-
suant to subparagraph (A) shall, not later
than 90 days after commencing such sec-
ondary transmissions, submit to the network
that owns or is affiliated with the network
station a list identifying (by name and ad-
dress, including street or rural route num-
ber, city, State, and 9-digit zip code) all sub-
scribers to which the satellite carrier makes
secondary transmissions of that primary
transmission to subscribers in unserved
households.

‘“(ii) MONTHLY LISTS.—After the submission
of the initial lists under clause (i), the sat-
ellite carrier shall, not later than the 15th of
each month, submit to the network a list,
aggregated by designated market area, iden-
tifying (by name and address, including
street or rural route number, city, State,
and 9-digit zip code) any persons who have
been added or dropped as subscribers under
clause (i) since the last submission under
this subparagraph.’’; and

(iii) in subparagraph (E) of paragraph (3)
(as redesignated)—

(I) by striking ‘‘under paragraph (3) or’’;
and

(IT) by striking ‘‘paragraph (12)” and in-
serting ‘‘paragraph (11)”’; and

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking the
final sentence.

(i) MODIFICATIONS TO PROVISIONS FOR SEC-
ONDARY TRANSMISSIONS BY SATELLITE CAR-
RIERS.—

1) PREDICTIVE MODEL.—Section
119(a)(2)(B)(ii) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

¢“(III) ACCURATE PREDICTIVE MODEL WITH RE-
SPECT TO DIGITAL SIGNALS.—Notwithstanding
subclause (I), in determining presumptively
whether a person resides in an unserved
household under subsection (d)(10)(A) with
respect to digital signals, a court shall rely
on a predictive model set forth by the Fed-
eral Communications Commission pursuant
to a rulemaking as provided in section
339(c)(3) of the Communications Act of 1934
(47 U.S.C. 339(c)(3)), as that model may be
amended by the Commission over time under
such section to increase the accuracy of that
model. Until such time as the Commission
sets forth such model, a court shall rely on
the predictive model as recommended by the
Commission with respect to digital signals
in its Report to Congress in ET Docket No.
05-182, FCC 05-199 (released December 9,
2005).”".

(2) MODIFICATIONS TO STATUTORY LICENSE
WHERE RETRANSMISSIONS INTO LOCAL MARKET
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AVAILABLE.—Section 119(a)(3)
nated) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“‘analog’ each place it ap-
pears in a heading and text;

(B) by striking subparagraphs (B), (C), and
(D), and inserting the following:

‘“(B) RULES FOR LAWFUL SUBSCRIBERS AS OF
DATE OF ENACTMENT OF 2010 ACT.—In the case
of a subscriber of a satellite carrier who, on
the day before the date of the enactment of
the Satellite Television Extension and Lo-
calism Act of 2010, was lawfully receiving the
secondary transmission of the primary
transmission of a network station under the
statutory license under paragraph (2) (in this
subparagraph referred to as the ‘distant sig-
nal’), other than subscribers to whom sub-
paragraph (A) applies, the statutory license
under paragraph (2) shall apply to secondary
transmissions by that satellite carrier to
that subscriber of the distant signal of a sta-
tion affiliated with the same television net-
work, and the subscriber’s household shall
continue to be considered to be an unserved
household with respect to such network,
until such time as the subscriber elects to
terminate such secondary transmissions,
whether or not the subscriber elects to sub-
scribe to receive the secondary transmission
of the primary transmission of a local net-
work station affiliated with the same net-
work pursuant to the statutory license under
section 122.

“(C) FUTURE APPLICABILITY.—

‘(i) WHEN LOCAL SIGNAL AVAILABLE AT TIME
OF SUBSCRIPTION.—The statutory license
under paragraph (2) shall not apply to the
secondary transmission by a satellite carrier
of the primary transmission of a network
station to a person who is not a subscriber
lawfully receiving such secondary trans-
mission as of the date of the enactment of
the Satellite Television Extension and Lo-
calism Act of 2010 and, at the time such per-
son seeks to subscribe to receive such sec-
ondary transmission, resides in a local mar-
ket where the satellite carrier makes avail-
able to that person the secondary trans-
mission of the primary transmission of a
local network station affiliated with the
same network pursuant to the statutory li-
cense under section 122.

‘“(ii) WHEN LOCAL SIGNAL AVAILABLE AFTER
SUBSCRIPTION.—In the case of a subscriber
who lawfully subscribes to and receives the
secondary transmission by a satellite carrier
of the primary transmission of a network
station under the statutory license under
paragraph (2) (in this clause referred to as
the ‘distant signal’) on or after the date of
the enactment of the Satellite Television
Extension and Localism Act of 2010, the stat-
utory license under paragraph (2) shall apply
to secondary transmissions by that satellite
carrier to that subscriber of the distant sig-
nal of a station affiliated with the same tele-
vision network, and the subscriber’s house-
hold shall continue to be considered to be an
unserved household with respect to such net-
work, until such time as the subscriber
elects to terminate such secondary trans-
missions, but only if such subscriber sub-
scribes to the secondary transmission of the
primary transmission of a local network sta-
tion affiliated with the same network within
60 days after the satellite carrier makes
available to the subscriber such secondary
transmission of the primary transmission of
such local network station.”’;

(C) by redesignating subparagraphs (E),
(F), and (G) as subparagraphs (D), (E), and
(F), respectively;

(D) in subparagraph (E) (as redesignated),
by striking ‘“(C) or (D)’ and inserting ““(B) or
(C)”; and

(E) in subparagraph (F) (as redesignated),
by inserting ‘‘9-digit’’ before ‘“‘zip code’.

(as redesig-
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(3) STATUTORY DAMAGES FOR TERRITORIAL
RESTRICTIONS.—Section 119(a)(6) (as redesig-
nated) is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A)(ii),
¢“$5”’ and inserting ‘‘$250"’;

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

(1) in clause (i), by striking $250,000 for
each 6-month period” and inserting
¢“$2,500,000 for each 3-month period’’; and

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking *‘$250,000” and
inserting ‘“$2,500,000°’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following flush
sentences:

“The court shall direct one half of any statu-
tory damages ordered under clause (i) to be
deposited with the Register of Copyrights for
distribution to copyright owners pursuant to
subsection (b). The Copyright Royalty
Judges shall issue regulations establishing
procedures for distributing such funds, on a
proportional basis, to copyright owners
whose works were included in the secondary
transmissions that were the subject of the
statutory damages.”’.

4) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section
119(a)(4) (as redesignated) is amended by
striking ‘‘and 509”°.

(5) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—Section
119(a)(2)(B)(iii)(II) is amended by striking ‘“‘In
this clause” and inserting ‘‘In this clause,”.

(j) MORATORIUM EXTENSION.—Section 119(e)
is amended by striking ‘“May 31, 2010 and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014,

(k) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section 119 is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘of the Code of Federal Reg-
ulations’ each place it appears and inserting
‘“, Code of Federal Regulations’’; and

(2) in subsection (d)(6), by striking ‘‘or the
Direct’ and inserting ‘‘, or the Direct’’.

SEC. 103. MODIFICATIONS TO STATUTORY LI-
CENSE FOR SATELLITE CARRIERS IN
LOCAL MARKETS.

(a) HEADING RENAMED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The heading of section 122
is amended by striking ‘‘by satellite carriers
within local markets’’ and inserting ‘‘of local
television programming by satellite’’.

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for chapter 1 is amended by striking
the item relating to section 122 and inserting
the following:
¢122. Limitations on exclusive rights: Sec-

ondary transmissions of local
television programming by sat-
ellite.”.

(b) STATUTORY LICENSE.—Section 122(a) is
amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) SECONDARY TRANSMISSIONS INTO LOCAL
MARKETS.—

‘(1) SECONDARY TRANSMISSIONS OF TELE-
VISION BROADCAST STATIONS WITHIN A LOCAL
MARKET.—A secondary transmission of a per-
formance or display of a work embodied in a
primary transmission of a television broad-
cast station into the station’s local market
shall be subject to statutory licensing under
this section if—

‘““(A) the secondary transmission is made
by a satellite carrier to the public;

‘“(B) with regard to secondary trans-
missions, the satellite carrier is in compli-
ance with the rules, regulations, or author-
izations of the Federal Communications
Commission governing the carriage of tele-
vision broadcast station signals; and

‘“(C) the satellite carrier makes a direct or
indirect charge for the secondary trans-
mission to—

‘(i) each subscriber receiving the sec-
ondary transmission; or

‘‘(ii) a distributor that has contracted with
the satellite carrier for direct or indirect de-
livery of the secondary transmission to the
public.

¢“(2) SIGNIFICANTLY VIEWED STATIONS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—A secondary trans-
mission of a performance or display of a

by striking
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work embodied in a primary transmission of
a television broadcast station to subscribers
who receive secondary transmissions of pri-
mary transmissions under paragraph (1)
shall be subject to statutory licensing under
this paragraph if the secondary transmission
is of the primary transmission of a network
station or a non-network station to a sub-
scriber who resides outside the station’s
local market but within a community in
which the signal has been determined by the
Federal Communications Commission to be
significantly viewed in such community,
pursuant to the rules, regulations, and au-
thorizations of the Federal Communications
Commission in effect on April 15, 1976, appli-
cable to determining with respect to a cable
system whether signals are significantly
viewed in a community.

‘(B) WAIVER.—A subscriber who is denied
the secondary transmission of the primary
transmission of a network station or a non-
network station under subparagraph (A) may
request a waiver from such denial by submit-
ting a request, through the subscriber’s sat-
ellite carrier, to the network station or non-
network station in the local market affili-
ated with the same network or non-network
where the subscriber is located. The network
station or non-network station shall accept
or reject the subscriber’s request for a waiv-
er within 30 days after receipt of the request.
If the network station or non-network sta-
tion fails to accept or reject the subscriber’s
request for a waiver within that 30-day pe-
riod, that network station or non-network
station shall be deemed to agree to the waiv-
er request.

‘“(3) SECONDARY TRANSMISSION OF LOW
POWER PROGRAMMING.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subpara-
graphs (B) and (C), a secondary transmission
of a performance or display of a work em-
bodied in a primary transmission of a tele-
vision broadcast station to subscribers who
receive secondary transmissions of primary
transmissions under paragraph (1) shall be
subject to statutory licensing under this
paragraph if the secondary transmission is of
the primary transmission of a television
broadcast station that is licensed as a low
power television station, to a subscriber who
resides within the same designated market
area as the station that originates the trans-
mission.

“(B) NO APPLICABILITY TO REPEATERS AND
TRANSLATORS.—Secondary transmissions
provided for in subparagraph (A) shall not
apply to any low power television station
that retransmits the programs and signals of
another television station for more than 2
hours each day.

“(C) NO IMPACT ON OTHER SECONDARY
TRANSMISSIONS OBLIGATIONS.—A satellite car-
rier that makes secondary transmissions of a
primary transmission of a low power tele-
vision station under a statutory license pro-
vided under this section is not required, by
reason of such secondary transmissions, to
make any other secondary transmissions.

‘“(4) SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS.—A secondary
transmission of a performance or display of a
work embodied in a primary transmission of
a television broadcast station to subscribers
who receive secondary transmissions of pri-
mary transmissions under paragraph (1)
shall, if the secondary transmission is made
by a satellite carrier that complies with the
requirements of paragraph (1), be subject to
statutory licensing under this paragraph as
follows:

““(A) STATES WITH SINGLE FULL-POWER NET-
WORK STATION.—In a State in which there is
licensed by the Federal Communications
Commission a single full-power station that
was a network station on January 1, 1995, the
statutory license provided for in this para-
graph shall apply to the secondary trans-
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mission by a satellite carrier of the primary
transmission of that station to any sub-
scriber in a community that is located with-
in that State and that is not within the first
50 television markets as listed in the regula-
tions of the Commission as in effect on such
date (47 C.F.R. 76.51).

“(B) STATES WITH ALL NETWORK STATIONS
AND NON-NETWORK STATIONS IN SAME LOCAL
MARKET.—In a State in which all network
stations and non-network stations licensed
by the Federal Communications Commission
within that State as of January 1, 1995, are
assigned to the same local market and that
local market does not encompass all coun-
ties of that State, the statutory license pro-
vided under this paragraph shall apply to the
secondary transmission by a satellite carrier
of the primary transmissions of such station
to all subscribers in the State who reside in
a local market that is within the first 50
major television markets as listed in the
regulations of the Commission as in effect on
such date (section 76.51 of title 47, Code of
Federal Regulations).

“(C) ADDITIONAL STATIONS.—In the case of
that State in which are located 4 counties
that—

‘(i) on January 1, 2004, were in local mar-
kets principally comprised of counties in an-
other State, and

‘“(ii) had a combined total of 41,340 tele-
vision households, according to the U.S. Tel-
evision Household Estimates by Nielsen
Media Research for 2004,

the statutory license provided under this
paragraph shall apply to secondary trans-
missions by a satellite carrier to subscribers
in any such county of the primary trans-
missions of any network station located in
that State, if the satellite carrier was mak-
ing such secondary transmissions to any sub-
scribers in that county on January 1, 2004.

‘(D) CERTAIN ADDITIONAL STATIONS.—If 2
adjacent counties in a single State are in a
local market comprised principally of coun-
ties located in another State, the statutory
license provided for in this paragraph shall
apply to the secondary transmission by a
satellite carrier to subscribers in those 2
counties of the primary transmissions of any
network station located in the capital of the
State in which such 2 counties are located,
if—

‘(i) the 2 counties are located in a local
market that is in the top 100 markets for the
year 2003 according to Nielsen Media Re-
search; and

‘(ii) the total number of television house-
holds in the 2 counties combined did not ex-
ceed 10,000 for the year 2003 according to
Nielsen Media Research.

“(E) NETWORKS OF NONCOMMERCIAL EDU-
CATIONAL BROADCAST STATIONS.—In the case
of a system of three or more noncommercial
educational broadcast stations licensed to a
single State, public agency, or political, edu-
cational, or special purpose subdivision of a
State, the statutory license provided for in
this paragraph shall apply to the secondary
transmission of the primary transmission of
such system to any subscriber in any county
or county equivalent within such State, if
such subscriber is located in a designated
market area that is not otherwise eligible to
receive the secondary transmission of the
primary transmission of a noncommercial
educational broadcast station located within
the State pursuant to paragraph (1).

““(6) APPLICABILITY OF ROYALTY RATES AND
PROCEDURES.—The royalty rates and proce-
dures under section 119(b) shall apply to the
secondary transmissions to which the statu-
tory license under paragraph (4) applies.”.

(¢) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Section
122(b) is amended—
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(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘station a
list” and all that follows through the end
and inserting the following: ‘‘station—

“(A) a list identifying (by name in alpha-
betical order and street address, including
county and 9-digit zip code) all subscribers to
which the satellite carrier makes secondary
transmissions of that primary transmission
under subsection (a); and

‘““(B) a separate list, aggregated by des-
ignated market area (by name and address,
including street or rural route number, city,
State, and 9-digit zip code), which shall indi-
cate those subscribers being served pursuant
to paragraph (2) of subsection (a).”’; and

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘network a
list” and all that follows through the end
and inserting the following: ‘‘network—

““(A) a list identifying (by name in alpha-
betical order and street address, including
county and 9-digit zip code) any subscribers
who have been added or dropped as sub-
scribers since the last submission under this
subsection; and

‘““(B) a separate list, aggregated by des-
ignated market area (by name and street ad-
dress, including street or rural route num-
ber, city, State, and 9-digit zip code), identi-
fying those subscribers whose service pursu-
ant to paragraph (2) of subsection (a) has
been added or dropped since the last submis-
sion under this subsection.”.

(d) No RoOYALTY FEE FOR CERTAIN SEC-
ONDARY TRANSMISSIONS.—Section 122(c) is
amended—

(1) in the heading, by inserting ‘‘FOR CER-
TAIN SECONDARY TRANSMISSIONS” after ‘“‘RE-
QUIRED’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘subsection (a)”” and insert-
ing ‘‘paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of subsection
(@)”.

(e) VIOLATIONS FOR TERRITORIAL RESTRIC-
TIONS.—

(1) MODIFICATION TO STATUTORY DAMAGES.—
Section 122(f) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘“‘$5”
and inserting ‘“$250”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking $250,000"’
each place it appears and inserting
¢°$2,500,000°".

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS FOR ADDI-
TIONAL STATIONS.—Section 122 is amended—

(A) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘section
119 or” each place it appears and inserting
the following: ‘‘section 119, subject to statu-
tory licensing by reason of paragraph (2)(A),
(3), or (4) of subsection (a), or subject to’’;
and

(B) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘section
119 or”’ and inserting the following: ‘‘section
119, paragraph (2)(A), (3), or (4) of subsection
(a), or’.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—Section 122(j) is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘which
contracts’ and inserting ‘‘that contracts’’;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5)
as paragraphs (6) and (7), respectively;

(3) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by redesignating such paragraph as
paragraph (4);

(B) in the heading of such paragraph, by in-
serting ‘‘“NON-NETWORK STATION;” after ‘‘NET-
WORK STATION;”’; and

(C) by inserting ‘‘‘non-network station’,”
after ‘‘ ‘network station’,”’;

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing:

“(3) LOW POWER TELEVISION STATION.—The
term ‘low power television station’ means a
low power TV station as defined in section
74.701(f) of title 47, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, as in effect on June 1, 2004. For pur-
poses of this paragraph, the term ‘low power
television station’ includes a low power tele-
vision station that has been accorded pri-
mary status as a Class A television licensee
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under section 73.6001(a) of title 47, Code of

Federal Regulations.”’;

(5) by inserting after paragraph (4) (as re-
designated) the following:

¢“(6) NONCOMMERCIAL EDUCATIONAL BROAD-
CAST STATION.—The term ‘noncommercial
educational broadcast station’ means a tele-
vision broadcast station that is a non-
commercial educational broadcast station as
defined in section 397 of the Communications
Act of 1934, as in effect on the date of the en-
actment of the Satellite Television Exten-
sion and Localism Act of 2010.”’; and

(6) by amending paragraph (6) (as redesig-
nated) to read as follows:

‘“(6) SUBSCRIBER.—The term ‘subscriber’
means a person or entity that receives a sec-
ondary transmission service from a satellite
carrier and pays a fee for the service, di-
rectly or indirectly, to the satellite carrier
or to a distributor.”.

SEC. 104. MODIFICATIONS TO CABLE SYSTEM

SECONDARY TRANSMISSION RIGHTS
UNDER SECTION 111.

(a) HEADING RENAMED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The heading of section 111
is amended by inserting at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘of broadcast programming by
cable’’.

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for chapter 1 is amended by striking
the item relating to section 111 and inserting
the following:

“111. Limitations on exclusive rights: Sec-
ondary transmissions of broad-
cast programming by cable.”.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section
111(a)(4) is amended by striking ‘‘; or” and
inserting ‘‘or section 122;.

(c) STATUTORY LICENSE FOR SECONDARY
TRANSMISSIONS BY CABLE SYSTEMS.—Section
111(d) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A)—

(i) by striking ‘A cable system whose sec-
ondary’” and inserting the following:
“STATEMENT OF ACCOUNT AND ROYALTY
FEES.—Subject to paragraph (5), a cable sys-
tem whose secondary’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘by regulation—’’ and in-
serting ‘‘by regulation the following:’’;

(B) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking ‘‘a statement of account”
and inserting ‘A statement of account’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘; and” and inserting a pe-
riod; and

(C) by striking subparagraphs (B), (C), and
(D) and inserting the following:

‘(B) Except in the case of a cable system
whose royalty fee is specified in subpara-
graph (E) or (F), a total royalty fee payable
to copyright owners pursuant to paragraph
(38) for the period covered by the statement,
computed on the basis of specified percent-
ages of the gross receipts from subscribers to
the cable service during such period for the
basic service of providing secondary trans-
missions of primary broadcast transmitters,
as follows:

‘“(i) 1.064 percent of such gross receipts for
the privilege of further transmitting, beyond
the local service area of such primary trans-
mitter, any non-network programming of a
primary transmitter in whole or in part,
such amount to be applied against the fee, if
any, payable pursuant to clauses (ii) through
@iv);

‘‘(ii) 1.064 percent of such gross receipts for
the first distant signal equivalent;

‘‘(iii) 0.701 percent of such gross receipts
for each of the second, third, and fourth dis-
tant signal equivalents; and

‘“(iv) 0.330 percent of such gross receipts for
the fifth distant signal equivalent and each
distant signal equivalent thereafter.

“(C) In computing amounts under clauses
(ii) through (iv) of subparagraph (B)—
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‘(i) any fraction of a distant signal equiva-
lent shall be computed at its fractional
value;

‘(i) in the case of any cable system lo-
cated partly within and partly outside of the
local service area of a primary transmitter,
gross receipts shall be limited to those gross
receipts derived from subscribers located
outside of the local service area of such pri-
mary transmitter; and

‘(iii) if a cable system provides a sec-
ondary transmission of a primary trans-
mitter to some but not all communities
served by that cable system—

“(I) the gross receipts and the distant sig-
nal equivalent values for such secondary
transmission shall be derived solely on the
basis of the subscribers in those commu-
nities where the cable system provides such
secondary transmission; and

‘“(IT) the total royalty fee for the period
paid by such system shall not be less than
the royalty fee calculated under subpara-
graph (B)(i) multiplied by the gross receipts
from all subscribers to the system.

“(D) A cable system that, on a statement
submitted before the date of the enactment
of the Satellite Television Extension and Lo-
calism Act of 2010, computed its royalty fee
consistent with the methodology under sub-
paragraph (C)(iii), or that amends a state-
ment filed before such date of enactment to
compute the royalty fee due using such
methodology, shall not be subject to an ac-
tion for infringement, or eligible for any roy-
alty refund or offset, arising out of its use of
such methodology on such statement.

‘“(E) If the actual gross receipts paid by
subscribers to a cable system for the period
covered by the statement for the basic serv-
ice of providing secondary transmissions of
primary broadcast transmitters are $263,800
or less—

‘(i) gross receipts of the cable system for
the purpose of this paragraph shall be com-
puted by subtracting from such actual gross
receipts the amount by which $263,800 ex-
ceeds such actual gross receipts, except that
in no case shall a cable system’s gross re-
ceipts be reduced to less than $10,400; and

‘(i) the royalty fee payable under this
paragraph to copyright owners pursuant to
paragraph (3) shall be 0.5 percent, regardless
of the number of distant signal equivalents,
if any.

‘(F) If the actual gross receipts paid by
subscribers to a cable system for the period
covered by the statement for the basic serv-
ice of providing secondary transmissions of
primary broadcast transmitters are more
than $263,800 but less than $527,600, the roy-
alty fee payable under this paragraph to
copyright owners pursuant to paragraph (3)
shall be—

‘(i) 0.5 percent of any gross receipts up to
$263,800, regardless of the number of distant
signal equivalents, if any; and

‘“(ii) 1 percent of any gross receipts in ex-
cess of $263,800, but less than $527,600, regard-
less of the number of distant signal equiva-
lents, if any.

‘(@) A filing fee, as determined by the Reg-
ister of Copyrights pursuant to section
708(a).”’;

(2) in paragraph (2), in the first sentence—

(A) by striking ‘““The Register of Copy-
rights” and inserting the following ‘‘HAN-
DLING OF FEES.—The Register of Copyrights’’;
and

(B) by inserting ‘‘(including the filing fee
specified in paragraph (1)(G))” after ‘‘shall
receive all fees’’;

(3) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by striking ‘““The royalty fees’ and in-
serting the following: ‘‘DISTRIBUTION OF ROY-
ALTY FEES TO COPYRIGHT OWNERS.—The roy-
alty fees’’;

(B) in subparagraph (A)—
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(i) by striking ‘‘any such” and inserting
“Any such’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘; and” and inserting a pe-
riod;

(C) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘any such” and inserting
“Any such’; and

(ii) by striking the semicolon and inserting
a period; and

(D) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘“‘any
such” and inserting ‘“‘Any such’’;

(4) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘The roy-
alty fees’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘PRO-
CEDURES FOR ROYALTY FEE DISTRIBUTION.—
The royalty fees’’; and

(5) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

¢“(5) 8.75 PERCENT RATE AND SYNDICATED EX-
CLUSIVITY SURCHARGE NOT APPLICABLE TO
MULTICAST STREAMS.—The royalty rates
specified in sections 256.2(c) and 256.2(d) of
title 37, Code of Federal Regulations (com-
monly referred to as the ‘3.75 percent rate’
and the ‘syndicated exclusivity surcharge’,
respectively), as in effect on the date of the
enactment of the Satellite Television Exten-
sion and Localism Act of 2010, as such rates
may be adjusted, or such sections redesig-
nated, thereafter by the Copyright Royalty
Judges, shall not apply to the secondary
transmission of a multicast stream.

‘“(6) VERIFICATION OF ACCOUNTS AND FEE
PAYMENTS.—The Register of Copyrights shall
issue regulations to provide for the confiden-
tial verification by copyright owners whose
works were embodied in the secondary trans-
missions of primary transmissions pursuant
to this section of the information reported
on the semiannual statements of account
filed under this subsection for accounting pe-
riods beginning on or after January 1, 2010,
in order that the auditor designated under
subparagraph (A) is able to confirm the cor-
rectness of the calculations and royalty pay-
ments reported therein. The regulations
shall—

‘“‘(A) establish procedures for the designa-
tion of a qualified independent auditor—

‘(i) with exclusive authority to request
verification of such a statement of account
on behalf of all copyright owners whose
works were the subject of secondary trans-
missions of primary transmissions by the
cable system (that deposited the statement)
during the accounting period covered by the
statement; and

‘“(ii) who is not an officer, employee, or
agent of any such copyright owner for any
purpose other than such audit;

‘(B) establish procedures for safeguarding
all non-public financial and business infor-
mation provided under this paragraph;

“(C)(i) require a consultation period for
the independent auditor to review its conclu-
sions with a designee of the cable system;

‘‘(ii) establish a mechanism for the cable
system to remedy any errors identified in
the auditor’s report and to cure any under-
payment identified; and

‘“(iii) provide an opportunity to remedy
any disputed facts or conclusions;

‘(D) limit the frequency of requests for
verification for a particular cable system
and the number of audits that a multiple
system operator can be required to undergo
in a single year; and

‘“(BE) permit requests for verification of a
statement of account to be made only within
3 years after the last day of the year in
which the statement of account is filed.

““(7T) ACCEPTANCE OF ADDITIONAL DEPOSITS.—
Any royalty fee payments received by the
Copyright Office from cable systems for the
secondary transmission of primary trans-
missions that are in addition to the pay-
ments calculated and deposited in accord-
ance with this subsection shall be deemed to
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have been deposited for the particular ac-
counting period for which they are received
and shall be distributed as specified under
this subsection.”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE OF NEW ROYALTY FEE
RATES.—The royalty fee rates established in
section 111(d)(1)(B) of title 17, United States
Code, as amended by subsection (c)(1)(C) of
this section, shall take effect commencing
with the first accounting period occurring in
2010.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—Section 111(f) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking the first undesignated para-
graph and inserting the following:

‘(1) PRIMARY TRANSMISSION.—A ‘primary
transmission’ is a transmission made to the
public by a transmitting facility whose sig-
nals are being received and further trans-
mitted by a secondary transmission service,
regardless of where or when the performance
or display was first transmitted. In the case
of a television broadcast station, the pri-
mary stream and any multicast streams
transmitted by the station constitute pri-
mary transmissions.”’;

(2) in the second undesignated paragraph—

(A) by striking ‘A ‘secondary trans-
mission’’” and inserting the following:

‘“(2) SECONDARY TRANSMISSION.—A ‘sec-
ondary transmission’’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘‘cable system’” and in-
serting ‘‘cable system’’;

(3) in the third undesignated paragraph—

(A) by striking ‘A ‘cable system’”’ and in-

serting the following:

‘“(3) CABLE SYSTEM.—A ‘cable system’’’;

and
(B) by striking ‘‘Territory, Trust Terri-
tory, or Possession” and inserting ‘‘terri-

tory, trust territory, or possession of the
United States’;

(4) in the fourth undesignated paragraph,
in the first sentence—

(A) by striking ‘“The ‘local service area of
a primary transmitter’, in the case of a tele-
vision broadcast station, comprises the area
in which such station is entitled to insist”
and inserting the following:

‘(4) LOCAL SERVICE AREA OF A PRIMARY
TRANSMITTER.—The ‘local service area of a
primary transmitter’, in the case of both the
primary stream and any multicast streams
transmitted by a primary transmitter that is
a television broadcast station, comprises the
area where such primary transmitter could
have insisted’’;

(B) by striking ‘“76.59 of title 47 of the Code
of Federal Regulations’” and inserting the
following: ‘‘76.59 of title 47, Code of Federal
Regulations, or within the noise-limited con-
tour as defined in 73.622(e)(1) of title 47, Code
of Federal Regulations’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘as defined by the rules and
regulations of the Federal Communications
Commission,’’;

(56) by amending the fifth undesignated
paragraph to read as follows:

*‘(5) DISTANT SIGNAL EQUIVALENT.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided
under subparagraph (B), a ‘distant signal
equivalent’—

‘(i) is the value assigned to the secondary
transmission of any non-network television
programming carried by a cable system in
whole or in part beyond the local service
area of the primary transmitter of such pro-
gramming; and

‘“(ii) is computed by assigning a value of
one to each primary stream and to each
multicast stream (other than a simulcast)
that is an independent station, and by as-
signing a value of one-quarter to each pri-
mary stream and to each multicast stream
(other than a simulcast) that is a network
station or a noncommercial educational sta-
tion.
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‘(B) EXCEPTIONS.—The values for inde-
pendent, network, and noncommercial edu-
cational stations specified in subparagraph
(A) are subject to the following:

‘“(i) Where the rules and regulations of the
Federal Communications Commission re-
quire a cable system to omit the further
transmission of a particular program and
such rules and regulations also permit the
substitution of another program embodying
a performance or display of a work in place
of the omitted transmission, or where such
rules and regulations in effect on the date of
the enactment of the Copyright Act of 1976
permit a cable system, at its election, to ef-
fect such omission and substitution of a
nonlive program or to carry additional pro-
grams not transmitted by primary transmit-
ters within whose local service area the
cable system is located, no value shall be as-
signed for the substituted or additional pro-
gram.

‘“(i1) Where the rules, regulations, or au-
thorizations of the Federal Communications
Commission in effect on the date of the en-
actment of the Copyright Act of 1976 permit
a cable system, at its election, to omit the
further transmission of a particular program
and such rules, regulations, or authoriza-
tions also permit the substitution of another
program embodying a performance or dis-
play of a work in place of the omitted trans-
mission, the value assigned for the sub-
stituted or additional program shall be, in
the case of a live program, the value of one
full distant signal equivalent multiplied by a
fraction that has as its numerator the num-
ber of days in the year in which such substi-
tution occurs and as its denominator the
number of days in the year.

‘“(iii) In the case of the secondary trans-
mission of a primary transmitter that is a
television broadcast station pursuant to the
late-night or specialty programming rules of
the Federal Communications Commission, or
the secondary transmission of a primary
transmitter that is a television broadcast
station on a part-time basis where full-time
carriage is not possible because the cable
system lacks the activated channel capacity
to retransmit on a full-time basis all signals
that it is authorized to carry, the values for
independent, network, and noncommercial
educational stations set forth in subpara-
graph (A), as the case may be, shall be multi-
plied by a fraction that is equal to the ratio
of the broadcast hours of such primary
transmitter retransmitted by the cable sys-
tem to the total broadcast hours of the pri-
mary transmitter.

‘“(iv) No value shall be assigned for the sec-
ondary transmission of the primary stream
or any multicast streams of a primary trans-
mitter that is a television broadcast station
in any community that is within the local
service area of the primary transmitter.”’;

(6) by striking the sixth undesignated para-
graph and inserting the following:

¢“(6) NETWORK STATION.—

““(A) TREATMENT OF PRIMARY STREAM.—The
term ‘network station’ shall be applied to a
primary stream of a television broadcast sta-
tion that is owned or operated by, or affili-
ated with, one or more of the television net-
works in the United States providing nation-
wide transmissions, and that transmits a
substantial part of the programming sup-
plied by such networks for a substantial part
of the primary stream’s typical broadcast
day.

“(B) TREATMENT OF MULTICAST STREAMS.—
The term ‘network station’ shall be applied
to a multicast stream on which a television
broadcast station transmits all or substan-
tially all of the programming of an inter-
connected program service that—

May 12, 2010

‘(i) is owned or operated by, or affiliated
with, one or more of the television networks
described in subparagraph (A); and

‘‘(ii) offers programming on a regular basis
for 15 or more hours per week to at least 25
of the affiliated television licensees of the
interconnected program service in 10 or more
States.”’;

(7) by striking the seventh undesignated
paragraph and inserting the following:

“(7) INDEPENDENT STATION.—The term
‘independent station’ shall be applied to the
primary stream or a multicast stream of a
television broadcast station that is not a
network station or a noncommercial edu-
cational station.”;

(8) by striking the eighth undesignated
paragraph and inserting the following:

‘“(8) NONCOMMERCIAL EDUCATIONAL STA-
TION.—The term ‘noncommercial educational
station’ shall be applied to the primary
stream or a multicast stream of a television
broadcast station that is a noncommercial
educational broadcast station as defined in
section 397 of the Communications Act of
1934, as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of the Satellite Television Extension
and Localism Act of 2010.”’; and

(9) by adding at the end the following:

‘(9) PRIMARY STREAM.—A ‘primary stream’
is—

‘“(A) the single digital stream of program-
ming that, before June 12, 2009, was substan-
tially duplicating the programming trans-
mitted by the television broadcast station as
an analog signal; or

“‘(B) if there is no stream described in sub-
paragraph (A), then the single digital stream
of programming transmitted by the tele-
vision broadcast station for the longest pe-
riod of time.

‘(10) PRIMARY TRANSMITTER.—A ‘primary
transmitter’ is a television or radio broad-
cast station licensed by the Federal Commu-
nications Commission, or by an appropriate
governmental authority of Canada or Mex-
ico, that makes primary transmissions to
the public.

‘‘(11) MULTICAST STREAM.—A ‘multicast
stream’ is a digital stream of programming
that is transmitted by a television broadcast
station and is not the station’s primary
stream.

‘(12) SIMULCAST.—A ‘simulcast’ is a
multicast stream of a television broadcast
station that duplicates the programming
transmitted by the primary stream or an-
other multicast stream of such station.

¢“(13) SUBSCRIBER; SUBSCRIBE.—

‘“(A) SUBSCRIBER.—The term ‘subscriber’
means a person or entity that receives a sec-
ondary transmission service from a cable
system and pays a fee for the service, di-
rectly or indirectly, to the cable system.

‘“(B) SUBSCRIBE.—The term ‘subscribe’
means to elect to become a subscriber.”.

(f) TIMING OF SECTION 111 PROCEEDINGS.—
Section 804(b)(1) is amended by striking
¢2005° each place it appears and inserting
2015,

(g) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—

(1) CORRECTIONS TO FIX LEVEL DESIGNA-
TIONS.—Section 111 is amended—

(A) in subsections (a), (¢), and (e), by strik-
ing ‘‘clause’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘paragraph’’;

(B) in subsection (c)(1), by striking
‘“‘clauses’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs’’; and

(C) in subsection (e)(1)(F), by striking
‘“‘subclause’ and inserting ‘‘subparagraph’.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO HYPHENATE
NONNETWORK.—Section 111 is amended by
striking ‘“‘nonnetwork’’ each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘non-network”’.

(3) PREVIOUSLY UNDESIGNATED PARA-
GRAPH.—Section 111(e)(1) is amended by
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striking ‘‘second paragraph of subsection (f)”’
and inserting ‘‘subsection (f)(2).

(4) REMOVAL OF SUPERFLUOUS ANDS.—Sec-
tion 111(e) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(B) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(C) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(D) in paragraph (1)(D), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end; and

(E) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘“‘and”

at the end.

(6) REMOVAL OF VARIANT FORMS REF-
ERENCES.—Section 111 is amended—

(A) in subsection (e)(4), by striking ‘¢, and
each of its variant forms,”’; and

(B) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘and their
variant forms”’.

(6) CORRECTION TO TERRITORY REFERENCE.—
Section 111(e)(2) is amended in the matter
preceding subparagraph (A) by striking
“‘three territories” and inserting ‘‘five enti-
ties’.

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE WITH RESPECT TO
MULTICAST STREAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2)
and (3), the amendments made by this sec-
tion, to the extent such amendments assign
a distant signal equivalent value to the sec-
ondary transmission of the multicast stream
of a primary transmitter, shall take effect
on the date of the enactment of this Act.

(2) DELAYED APPLICABILITY.—

(A) SECONDARY TRANSMISSIONS OF A
MULTICAST STREAM BEYOND THE LOCAL SERV-
ICE AREA OF ITS PRIMARY TRANSMITTER BE-
FORE 2010 ACT.—In any case in which a cable
system was making secondary transmissions
of a multicast stream beyond the local serv-
ice area of its primary transmitter before
the date of the enactment of this Act, a dis-
tant signal equivalent value (referred to in
paragraph (1)) shall not be assigned to sec-
ondary transmissions of such multicast
stream that are made on or before June 30,
2010.

(B) MULTICAST STREAMS SUBJECT TO PRE-
EXISTING WRITTEN AGREEMENTS FOR THE SEC-
ONDARY TRANSMISSION OF SUCH STREAMS.—In
any case in which the secondary trans-
mission of a multicast stream of a primary
transmitter is the subject of a written agree-
ment entered into on or before June 30, 2009,
between a cable system or an association
representing the cable system and a primary
transmitter or an association representing
the primary transmitter, a distant signal
equivalent value (referred to in paragraph
(1)) shall not be assigned to secondary trans-
missions of such multicast stream beyond
the local service area of its primary trans-
mitter that are made on or before the date
on which such written agreement expires.

(C) NO REFUNDS OR OFFSETS FOR PRIOR
STATEMENTS OF ACCOUNT.—A cable system
that has reported secondary transmissions of
a multicast stream beyond the local service
area of its primary transmitter on a state-
ment of account deposited under section 111
of title 17, United States Code, before the
date of the enactment of this Act shall not
be entitled to any refund, or offset, of roy-
alty fees paid on account of such secondary
transmissions of such multicast stream.

(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the
terms ‘‘cable system”, ‘‘secondary trans-
mission”, ‘“multicast stream’, and ‘‘local
service area of a primary transmitter’” have
the meanings given those terms in section
111(f) of title 17, United States Code, as
amended by this section.

SEC. 105. CERTAIN WAIVERS GRANTED TO PRO-
VIDERS OF LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL
SERVICE FOR ALL DMAS.

Section 119 is amended by adding at the

end the following new subsection:
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‘(g) CERTAIN WAIVERS GRANTED TO PRO-
VIDERS OF LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL SERVICE TO ALL
DMAS.—

‘(1) INJUNCTION WAIVER.—A court that
issued an injunction pursuant to subsection
(a)(7)(B) before the date of the enactment of
this subsection shall waive such injunction if
the court recognizes the entity against
which the injunction was issued as a quali-
fied carrier.

¢“(2) LIMITED TEMPORARY WAIVER.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Upon a request made by
a satellite carrier, a court that issued an in-
junction against such carrier under sub-
section (a)(7)(B) before the date of the enact-
ment of this subsection shall waive such in-
junction with respect to the statutory li-
cense provided under subsection (a)(2) to the
extent necessary to allow such carrier to
make secondary transmissions of primary
transmissions made by a network station to
unserved households located in short mar-
kets in which such carrier was not providing
local service pursuant to the license under
section 122 as of December 31, 2009.

‘(B) EXPIRATION OF TEMPORARY WAIVER.—A
temporary waiver of an injunction under
subparagraph (A) shall expire after the end
of the 120-day period beginning on the date
such temporary waiver is issued unless ex-
tended for good cause by the court making
the temporary waiver.

¢“(C) FAILURE TO PROVIDE LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL
SERVICE TO ALL DMAS.—

“(1) FAILURE TO ACT REASONABLY AND IN
GOOD FAITH.—If the court issuing a tem-
porary waiver under subparagraph (A) deter-
mines that the satellite carrier that made
the request for such waiver has failed to act
reasonably or has failed to make a good faith
effort to provide local-into-local service to
all DMAs, such failure—

‘“(I) is actionable as an act of infringement
under section 501 and the court may in its
discretion impose the remedies provided for
in sections 502 through 506 and subsection
(a)(6)(B) of this section; and

‘“(IT) shall result in the termination of the
waiver issued under subparagraph (A).

¢(ii) FAILURE TO PROVIDE LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL
SERVICE.—If the court issuing a temporary
waiver under subparagraph (A) determines
that the satellite carrier that made the re-
quest for such waiver has failed to provide
local-into-local service to all DMAs, but de-
termines that the carrier acted reasonably
and in good faith, the court may in its dis-
cretion impose financial penalties that re-
flect—

‘“(I) the degree of control the carrier had
over the circumstances that resulted in the
failure;

““(IT) the quality of the carrier’s efforts to
remedy the failure; and

‘“(IIT) the severity and duration of any
service interruption.

‘(D) SINGLE TEMPORARY WAIVER AVAIL-
ABLE.—An entity may only receive one tem-
porary waiver under this paragraph.

‘“‘(E) SHORT MARKET DEFINED.—For purposes
of this paragraph, the term ‘short market’
means a local market in which programming
of one or more of the four most widely
viewed television networks nationwide as
measured on the date of the enactment of
this subsection is not offered on the primary
stream transmitted by any local television
broadcast station.

‘(3) ESTABLISHMENT OF QUALIFIED CARRIER
RECOGNITION.—

““(A) STATEMENT OF ELIGIBILITY.—An entity
seeking to be recognized as a qualified car-
rier under this subsection shall file a state-
ment of eligibility with the court that im-
posed the injunction. A statement of eligi-
bility must include—

‘(i) an affidavit that the entity is pro-
viding local-into-local service to all DMAS;
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‘‘(ii) a motion for a waiver of the injunc-
tion;

‘‘(iii) a motion that the court appoint a
special master under Rule 53 of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure;

‘“(iv) an agreement by the carrier to pay
all expenses incurred by the special master
under paragraph (4)(B)(ii); and

‘(v) a certification issued pursuant to sec-
tion 342(a) of Communications Act of 1934.

“(B) GRANT OF RECOGNITION AS A QUALIFIED
CARRIER.—Upon receipt of a statement of eli-
gibility, the court shall recognize the entity
as a qualified carrier and issue the waiver
under paragraph (1). Upon motion pursuant
to subparagraph (A)(iii), the court shall ap-
point a special master to conduct the exam-
ination and provide a report to the court as
provided in paragraph (4)(B).

“(C) VOLUNTARY TERMINATION.—At any
time, an entity recognized as a qualified car-
rier may file a statement of voluntary termi-
nation with the court certifying that it no
longer wishes to be recognized as a qualified
carrier. Upon receipt of such statement, the
court shall reinstate the injunction waived
under paragraph (1).

‘(D) LOSS OF RECOGNITION PREVENTS FU-
TURE RECOGNITION.—No entity may be recog-
nized as a qualified carrier if such entity had
previously been recognized as a qualified car-
rier and subsequently lost such recognition
or voluntarily terminated such recognition
under subparagraph (C).

‘“(4) QUALIFIED CARRIER OBLIGATIONS AND
COMPLIANCE.—

““(A) CONTINUING OBLIGATIONS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—AnN entity recognized as a
qualified carrier shall continue to provide
local-into-local service to all DMAs.

¢“(ii) COOPERATION WITH COMPLIANCE EXAM-
INATION.—AnN entity recognized as a qualified
carrier shall fully cooperate with the special
master appointed by the court under para-
graph (3)(B) in an examination set forth in
subparagraph (B).

“(B) QUALIFIED CARRIER COMPLIANCE EXAM-
INATION.—

‘(i) EXAMINATION AND REPORT.—A special
master appointed by the court under para-
graph (3)(B) shall conduct an examination of,
and file a report on, the qualified carrier’s
compliance with the royalty payment and
household eligibility requirements of the li-
cense under this section. The report shall ad-
dress the qualified carrier’s conduct during
the period beginning on the date on which
the qualified carrier is recognized as such
under paragraph (3)(B) and ending on April
30, 2012.

‘(ii) RECORDS OF QUALIFIED CARRIER.—Be-
ginning on the date that is one year after the
date on which the qualified carrier is recog-
nized as such under paragraph (3)(B), but not
later than December 1, 2011, the qualified
carrier shall provide the special master with
all records that the special master considers
to be directly pertinent to the following re-
quirements under this section:

“(I) Proper calculation and payment of
royalties under the statutory license under
this section.

“(II) Provision of service under this license
to eligible subscribers only.

““(iii) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—The special
master shall file the report required by
clause (i) not later than July 24, 2012, with
the court referred to in paragraph (1) that
issued the injunction, and the court shall
transmit a copy of the report to the Register
of Copyrights, the Committees on the Judici-
ary and on Energy and Commerce of the
House of Representatives, and the Commit-
tees on the Judiciary and on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation of the Senate.

‘(iv) EVIDENCE OF INFRINGEMENT.—The spe-
cial master shall include in the report a
statement of whether the examination by



H3324

the special master indicated that there is
substantial evidence that a copyright holder
could bring a successful action under this
section against the qualified carrier for in-
fringement.

(V) SUBSEQUENT EXAMINATION.—If the spe-
cial master’s report includes a statement
that its examination indicated the existence
of substantial evidence that a copyright
holder could bring a successful action under
this section against the qualified carrier for
infringement, the special master shall, not
later than 6 months after the report under
clause (i) is filed, initiate another examina-
tion of the qualified carrier’s compliance
with the royalty payment and household eli-
gibility requirements of the license under
this section since the last report was filed
under clause (iii). The special master shall
file a report on the results of the examina-
tion conducted under this clause with the
court referred to in paragraph (1) that issued
the injunction, and the court shall transmit
a copy to the Register of Copyrights, the
Committees on the Judiciary and on Energy
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committees on the Judiciary
and on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate. The report shall in-
clude a statement described in clause (iv).

‘(vi) COMPLIANCE.—Upon motion filed by
an aggrieved copyright owner, the court rec-
ognizing an entity as a qualified carrier shall
terminate such designation upon finding
that the entity has failed to cooperate with
the examinations required by this subpara-
graph.

“(vii) OVERSIGHT.—During the period of
time that the special master is conducting
an examination under this subparagraph, the
Comptroller General shall monitor the de-
gree to which the entity seeking to be recog-
nized or recognized as a qualified carrier
under paragraph (3) is complying with the
special master’s examination. The qualified
carrier shall make available to the Comp-
troller General all records and individuals
that the Comptroller General considers nec-
essary to meet the Comptroller General’s ob-
ligations under this clause. The Comptroller
General shall report the results of the moni-
toring required by this clause to the Com-
mittees on the Judiciary and on Energy and
Commerce of the House of Representatives
and the Committees on the Judiciary and on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of
the Senate at intervals of not less than six
months during such period.

‘(C) AFFIRMATION.—A qualified carrier
shall file an affidavit with the district court
and the Register of Copyrights 30 months
after such status was granted stating that,
to the best of the affiant’s knowledge, it is in
compliance with the requirements for a
qualified carrier. The qualified carrier shall
attach to its affidavit copies of all reports or
orders issued by the court, the special mas-
ter, and the Comptroller General.

‘(D) COMPLIANCE DETERMINATION.—Upon
the motion of an aggrieved television broad-
cast station, the court recognizing an entity
as a qualified carrier may make a determina-
tion of whether the entity is providing local-
into-local service to all DMAs.

‘“(E) PLEADING REQUIREMENT.—In any mo-
tion brought under subparagraph (D), the
party making such motion shall specify one
or more designated market areas (as such
term is defined in section 122(j)(2)(C)) for
which the failure to provide service is being
alleged, and, for each such designated mar-
ket area, shall plead with particularity the
circumstances of the alleged failure.

‘‘(F) BURDEN OF PROOF.—In any proceeding
to make a determination under subpara-
graph (D), and with respect to a designated
market area for which failure to provide
service is alleged, the entity recognized as a
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qualified carrier shall have the burden of
proving that the entity provided local-into-
local service with a good quality satellite
signal to at least 90 percent of the house-
holds in such designated market area (based
on the most recent census data released by
the United States Census Bureau) at the
time and place alleged.

¢“(5) FAILURE TO PROVIDE SERVICE.—

‘“(A) PENALTIES.—If the court recognizing
an entity as a qualified carrier finds that
such entity has willfully failed to provide
local-into-local service to all DMAs, such
finding shall result in the loss of recognition
of the entity as a qualified carrier and the
termination of the waiver provided under
paragraph (1), and the court may, in its dis-
cretion—

‘(i) treat such failure as an act of infringe-
ment under section 501, and subject such in-
fringement to the remedies provided for in
sections 502 through 506 and subsection
(a)(6)(B) of this section; and

‘‘(i1) impose a fine of not less than $250,000
and not more than $5,000,000.

‘“(B) EXCEPTION FOR NONWILLFUL VIOLA-
TION.—If the court determines that the fail-
ure to provide local-into-local service to all
DMASs is nonwillful, the court may in its dis-
cretion impose financial penalties for non-
compliance that reflect—

‘“(i) the degree of control the entity had
over the circumstances that resulted in the
failure;

‘“(ii) the quality of the entity’s efforts to
remedy the failure and restore service; and

‘‘(iii) the severity and duration of any serv-
ice interruption.

‘(6) PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS OF LI-
CENSE.—A court that finds, under subsection
(a)(6)(A), that an entity recognized as a
qualified carrier has willfully made a sec-
ondary transmission of a primary trans-
mission made by a network station and em-
bodying a performance or display of a work
to a subscriber who is not eligible to receive
the transmission under this section shall re-
instate the injunction waived under para-
graph (1), and the court may order statutory
damages of not more than $2,500,000.

“(T) LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL SERVICE TO ALL
DMAS DEFINED.—For purposes of this sub-
section:

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—An entity provides
‘local-into-local service to all DMAs’ if the
entity provides local service in all des-
ignated market areas (as such term is de-
fined in section 122(j)(2)(C)) pursuant to the
license under section 122.

“(B) HOUSEHOLD COVERAGE.—For purposes
of subparagraph (A), an entity that makes
available local-into-local service with a good
quality satellite signal to at least 90 percent
of the households in a designated market
area based on the most recent census data
released by the United States Census Bureau
shall be considered to be providing local
service to such designated market area.

“(C) GOOD QUALITY SATELLITE SIGNAL DE-
FINED.—The term ‘good quality satellite sig-
nal’ has the meaning given such term under
section 342(e)(2) of Communications Act of
1934.”.

SEC. 106. COPYRIGHT OFFICE FEES.

Section 708(a) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (8), by striking
after the semicolon;

(2) in paragraph (9), by striking the period
and inserting a semicolon;

(3) by inserting after paragraph (9) the fol-
lowing:

‘(10) on filing a statement of account
based on secondary transmissions of primary
transmissions pursuant to section 119 or 122;
and

‘“(11) on filing a statement of account
based on secondary transmissions of primary
transmissions pursuant to section 111.”’; and

“and’”’
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(4) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘‘Fees established under para-
graphs (10) and (11) shall be reasonable and
may not exceed one-half of the cost nec-
essary to cover reasonable expenses incurred
by the Copyright Office for the collection
and administration of the statements of ac-
count and any royalty fees deposited with
such statements.””.

SEC. 107. TERMINATION OF LICENSE.

(a) TERMINATION.—Section 119 of title 17,
United States Code, as amended by this Act,
shall cease to be effective on December 31,
2014.

(b) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
1003(a)(2)(A) of Public Law 111-118 (17 U.S.C.
119 note) is repealed.

SEC. 108. CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in section 111, 119, or 122 of title
17, United States Code, including the amend-
ments made to such sections by this title,
shall be construed to affect the meaning of
any terms under the Communications Act of
1934, except to the extent that such sections
are specifically cross-referenced in such Act
or the regulations issued thereunder.

TITLE II—COMMUNICATIONS PROVISIONS
SEC. 201. REFERENCE.

Except as otherwise provided, whenever in
this title an amendment is made to a section
or other provision, the reference shall be
considered to be made to such section or pro-
vision of the Communications Act of 1934 (47
U.S.C. 151 et seq.).

SEC. 202. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.

Section 325(b) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2)(C), by striking ‘‘May
31, 2010 and inserting ‘‘December 31, 2014”’;
and

(2) in paragraph (3)(C), by striking ‘“‘June 1,
2010 each place it appears in clauses (ii) and
(iii) and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2015”.

SEC. 203. SIGNIFICANTLY VIEWED STATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraphs (1) and (2) of
section 340(b) are amended to read as follows:

‘(1) SERVICE LIMITED TO SUBSCRIBERS TAK-
ING LOCAL-INTO-LOCAL SERVICE.—This section
shall apply only to retransmissions to sub-
scribers of a satellite carrier who receive re-
transmissions of a signal from that satellite
carrier pursuant to section 338.

‘‘(2) SERVICE LIMITATIONS.—A satellite car-
rier may retransmit to a subscriber in high
definition format the signal of a station de-
termined by the Commission to be signifi-
cantly viewed under subsection (a) only if
such carrier also retransmits in high defini-
tion format the signal of a station located in
the local market of such subscriber and af-
filiated with the same network whenever
such format is available from such station.”.

(b) RULEMAKING REQUIRED.—Within 270
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Federal Communications Commis-
sion shall take all actions necessary to pro-
mulgate a rule to implement the amend-
ments made by subsection (a).

SEC. 204. DIGITAL TELEVISION TRANSITION CON-
FORMING AMENDMENTS.

(a) SECTION 338.—Section 338 is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(3) EFFEC-
TIVE DATE.—No satellite’”” and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘until January 1, 2002.”’; and

(2) by amending subsection (g) to read as
follows:

¢‘(g) CARRIAGE OF LOCAL STATIONS ON A SIN-
GLE RECEPTION ANTENNA.—

(1) SINGLE RECEPTION ANTENNA.—Each sat-
ellite carrier that retransmits the signals of
local television broadcast stations in a local
market shall retransmit such stations in
such market so that a subscriber may re-
ceive such stations by means of a single re-
ception antenna and associated equipment.

‘(2) ADDITIONAL RECEPTION ANTENNA.—If
the carrier retransmits the signals of local
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television broadcast stations in a local mar-
ket in high definition format, the carrier
shall retransmit such signals in such market
so that a subscriber may receive such signals
by means of a single reception antenna and
associated equipment, but such antenna and
associated equipment may be separate from
the single reception antenna and associated
equipment used to comply with paragraph
..

(b) SECTION 339.—Section 339 is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘Such
two network stations’ and all that follows
through ‘“‘more than two network stations.”’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in the heading for subparagraph (A), by
striking ““TO ANALOG SIGNALS’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (A)—

(I) in the heading for clause (i), by striking
“ANALOG’;

(IT) in clause (i) —

(aa) by striking ‘‘analog’ each place it ap-
pears; and

(bb) by striking ‘“‘October 1, 2004’ and in-
serting ‘‘October 1, 2009’;

(ITI) in the heading for clause (ii), by strik-
ing ‘“ANALOG’’; and

(IV) in clause (ii)—

(aa) by striking ‘“‘analog’ each place it ap-

pears; and
(bb) by striking 2004 and inserting
£2009”;

(iii) by amending subparagraph (B) to read
as follows:

‘(B) RULES FOR OTHER SUBSCRIBERS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a sub-
scriber of a satellite carrier who is eligible
to receive the signal of a network station
under this section (in this subparagraph re-
ferred to as a ‘distant signal’), other than
subscribers to whom subparagraph (A) ap-
plies, the following shall apply:

‘(I) In a case in which the satellite carrier
makes available to that subscriber, on Janu-
ary 1, 2005, the signal of a local network sta-
tion affiliated with the same television net-
work pursuant to section 338, the carrier
may only provide the secondary trans-
missions of the distant signal of a station af-
filiated with the same network to that sub-
scriber if the subscriber’s satellite carrier,
not later than March 1, 2005, submits to that
television network the list and statement re-
quired by subparagraph (F)().

‘(IT) In a case in which the satellite carrier
does not make available to that subscriber,
on January 1, 2005, the signal of a local net-
work station pursuant to section 338, the
carrier may only provide the secondary
transmissions of the distant signal of a sta-
tion affiliated with the same network to that
subscriber if—

‘‘(aa) that subscriber seeks to subscribe to
such distant signal before the date on which
such carrier commences to carry pursuant to
section 338 the signals of stations from the
local market of such local network station;
and

‘““(bb) the satellite carrier, within 60 days
after such date, submits to each television
network the list and statement required by
subparagraph (F)(ii).

‘(i) SPECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES.—A  sub-
scriber of a satellite carrier who was law-
fully receiving the distant signal of a net-
work station on the day before the date of
enactment of the Satellite Television Exten-
sion and Localism Act of 2010 may receive
both such distant signal and the local signal
of a network station affiliated with the same
network until such subscriber chooses to no
longer receive such distant signal from such
carrier, whether or not such subscriber
elects to subscribe to such local signal.”’;

(iv) in subparagraph (C)—

(I) by striking ‘‘analog’’;
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(IT) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘the Satellite
Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization
Act of 2004; and”’ and inserting the following:

“‘the Satellite Television Extension and Lo-
calism Act of 2010 and, at the time such per-
son seeks to subscribe to receive such sec-
ondary transmission, resides in a local mar-
ket where the satellite carrier makes avail-
able to that person the signal of a local net-
work station affiliated with the same tele-
vision network pursuant to section 338 (and
the retransmission of such signal by such
carrier can reach such subscriber); or’’; and

(ITII) by amending clause (ii) to read as fol-
lows:

‘(ii) lawfully subscribes to and receives a
distant signal on or after the date of enact-
ment of the Satellite Television Extension
and Localism Act of 2010, and, subsequent to
such subscription, the satellite carrier
makes available to that subscriber the signal
of a local network station affiliated with the
same network as the distant signal (and the
retransmission of such signal by such carrier
can reach such subscriber), unless such per-
son subscribes to the signal of the local net-
work station within 60 days after such signal
is made available.”’;

(v) in subparagraph (D)—

(I) in the heading, by striking ‘‘DIGITAL’’;

(IT) by striking clauses (i), (iii) through (v),
(vii) through (ix), and (xi);

(ITI) by redesignating clause (vi) as clause
(i) and transferring such clause to appear be-
fore clause (ii);

(IV) by amending such clause (i) (as so re-
designated) to read as follows:

‘(1) ELIGIBILITY AND SIGNAL TESTING.—A
subscriber of a satellite carrier shall be eligi-
ble to receive a distant signal of a network
station affiliated with the same network
under this section if, with respect to a local
network station, such subscriber—

‘“(I) is a subscriber whose household is not
predicted by the model specified in sub-
section (¢)(3) to receive the signal intensity
required under section 73.622(e)(1) or, in the
case of a low-power station or translator sta-
tion transmitting an analog signal, section
73.683(a) of title 47, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, or a successor regulation;

‘“(IT) is determined, based on a test con-
ducted in accordance with section 73.686(d) of
title 47, Code of Federal Regulations, or any
successor regulation, not to be able to re-
ceive a signal that exceeds the signal inten-
sity standard in section 73.622(e)(1) or, in the
case of a low-power station or translator sta-
tion transmitting an analog signal, section
73.683(a) of such title, or a successor regula-
tion; or

‘“(III) is in an unserved household, as deter-
mined under section 119(d)(10)(A) of title 17,
United States Code.”’;

(V) in clause (ii)—

(aa) by striking ‘‘DIGITAL’’ in the heading;

(bb) by striking ‘‘digital’”’ the first two
places such term appears;

(cc) by striking ‘‘Satellite Home Viewer
Extension and Reauthorization Act of 2004
and inserting ‘‘Satellite Television Exten-
sion and Localism Act of 2010”’; and

(dd) by striking ‘‘, whether or not such sub-
scriber elects to subscribe to local digital
signals’’;

(VI) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-
lowing new clause:

¢‘(iii) TIME-SHIFTING PROHIBITED.—In a case
in which the satellite carrier makes avail-
able to an eligible subscriber under this sub-
paragraph the signal of a local network sta-
tion pursuant to section 338, the carrier may
only provide the distant signal of a station
affiliated with the same network to that sub-
scriber if, in the case of any local market in
the 48 contiguous States of the TUnited
States, the distant signal is the secondary
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transmission of a station whose prime time
network programming is generally broadcast
simultaneously with, or later than, the
prime time network programming of the af-
filiate of the same network in the local mar-
ket.”’; and

(VII) by redesignating clause (x) as clause
(iv); and

(vi) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘dis-
tant analog signal or” and all that follows
through ““(B), or (D))’ and inserting ‘‘distant
signal’’;

(2) in subsection (¢)—

(A) by amending paragraph (3) to read as
follows:

“(3) ESTABLISHMENT OF IMPROVED PRE-
DICTIVE MODEL AND ON-LOCATION TESTING RE-
QUIRED.—

‘“(A) PREDICTIVE MODEL.—Within 270 days
after the date of the enactment of the Sat-
ellite Television Extension and Localism Act
of 2010, the Commission shall develop and
prescribe by rule a point-to-point predictive
model for reliably and presumptively deter-
mining the ability of individual locations,
through the use of an antenna, to receive
signals in accordance with the signal inten-
sity standard in section 73.622(e)(1) of title
47, Code of Federal Regulations, or a suc-
cessor regulation, including to account for
the continuing operation of translator sta-
tions and low power television stations. In
prescribing such model, the Commission
shall rely on the Individual Location
Longley-Rice model set forth by the Com-
mission in CS Docket No. 98-201, as pre-
viously revised with respect to analog sig-
nals, and as recommended by the Commis-
sion with respect to digital signals in its Re-
port to Congress in ET Docket No. 05-182,
FCC 05-199 (released December 9, 2005). The
Commission shall establish procedures for
the continued refinement in the application
of the model by the use of additional data as
it becomes available.

‘“(B) ON-LOCATION TESTING.—The Commis-
sion shall issue an order completing its rule-
making proceeding in ET Docket No. 06-94
within 270 days after the date of enactment
of the Satellite Television Extension and Lo-
calism Act of 2010. In conducting such rule-
making, the Commission shall seek ways to
minimize consumer burdens associated with
on-location testing.”’;

(B) by amending paragraph (4)(A) to read
as follows:

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a subscriber’s request
for a waiver under paragraph (2) is rejected
and the subscriber submits to the sub-
scriber’s satellite carrier a request for a test
verifying the subscriber’s inability to receive
a signal of the signal intensity referenced in
clause (i) of subsection (a)(2)(D), the satellite
carrier and the network station or stations
asserting that the retransmission is prohib-
ited with respect to that subscriber shall se-
lect a qualified and independent person to
conduct the test referenced in such clause.
Such test shall be conducted within 30 days
after the date the subscriber submits a re-
quest for the test. If the written findings and
conclusions of a test conducted in accord-
ance with such clause demonstrate that the
subscriber does not receive a signal that
meets or exceeds the requisite signal inten-
sity standard in such clause, the subscriber
shall not be denied the retransmission of a
signal of a network station under section
119(d)(10)(A) of title 17, United States Code.”’;

(C) in paragraph (4)(B), by striking ‘‘the
signal intensity’”” and all that follows
through ‘“‘United States Code’ and inserting
‘“‘such requisite signal intensity standard’’;
and

(D) in paragraph (4)(E), by striking ‘‘Grade
B intensity”’.

(c) SECTION 340.—Section 340(i) is amended
by striking paragraph (4).
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SEC. 205. APPLICATION PENDING COMPLETION
OF RULEMAKINGS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—During the period begin-
ning on the date of the enactment of this Act
and ending on the date on which the Federal
Communications Commission adopts rules
pursuant to the amendments to the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 made by section 203 and
section 204 of this title, the Federal Commu-
nications Commission shall follow its rules
and regulations promulgated pursuant to
sections 338, 339, and 340 of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of the enactment of this Act.

(b) TRANSLATOR STATIONS AND LOw POWER
TELEVISION STATIONS.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), for purposes of determining
whether a subscriber within the local market
served by a translator station or a low power
television station affiliated with a television
network is eligible to receive distant signals
under section 339 of the Communications Act
of 1934, the rules and regulations of the Fed-
eral Communications Commission for deter-
mining such subscriber’s eligibility as in ef-
fect on the day before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act shall apply until the date
on which the translator station or low power
television station is licensed to broadcast a
digital signal.

(¢) DEFINITIONS.—ASs used in this subtitle:

(1) LOCAL MARKET; LOW POWER TELEVISION
STATION; SATELLITE CARRIER; SUBSCRIBER;
TELEVISION BROADCAST STATION.—The terms
“local market’, ‘“low power television sta-
tion”, ‘‘satellite carrier’’, ‘‘subscriber’’, and
“television broadcast station” have the
meanings given such terms in section 338(k)
of the Communications Act of 1934.

(2) NETWORK STATION; TELEVISION NET-
WORK.—The terms ‘‘network station” and
‘“‘television network” have the meanings
given such terms in section 339(d) of such
Act.

SEC. 206. PROCESS FOR ISSUING QUALIFIED CAR-
RIER CERTIFICATION.

Part I of title III is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

“SEC. 342. PROCESS FOR ISSUING QUALIFIED
CARRIER CERTIFICATION.

‘‘(a) CERTIFICATION.—The Commission shall
issue a certification for the purposes of sec-
tion 119(g)(3)(A)(iii) of title 17, United States
Code, if the Commission determines that—

‘(1) a satellite carrier is providing local
service pursuant to the statutory license
under section 122 of such title in each des-
ignated market area; and

‘“(2) with respect to each designated mar-
ket area in which such satellite carrier was
not providing such local service as of the
date of enactment of the Satellite Television
Extension and Localism Act of 2010—

““(A) the satellite carrier’s satellite beams
are designed, and predicted by the satellite
manufacturer’s pre-launch test data, to pro-
vide a good quality satellite signal to at
least 90 percent of the households in each
such designated market area based on the
most recent census data released by the
United States Census Bureau; and

‘““(B) there is no material evidence that
there has been a satellite or sub-system fail-
ure subsequent to the satellite’s launch that
precludes the ability of the satellite carrier
to satisfy the requirements of subparagraph
(A).
“(b) INFORMATION REQUIRED.—ANy entity
seeking the certification provided for in sub-
section (a) shall submit to the Commission
the following information:

‘(1) An affidavit stating that, to the best
of the affiant’s knowledge, the satellite car-
rier provides local service in all designated
market areas pursuant to the statutory li-
cense provided for in section 122 of title 17,
United States Code, and listing those des-
ignated market areas in which local service

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

was provided as of the date of enactment of
the Satellite Television Extension and Lo-
calism Act of 2010.

‘(2) For each designated market area not
listed in paragraph (1):

‘“(A) Identification of each such designated
market area and the location of its local re-
ceive facility.

‘(B) Data showing the number of house-
holds, and maps showing the geographic dis-
tribution thereof, in each such designated
market area based on the most recent census
data released by the United States Census
Bureau.

“(C) Maps, with superimposed effective
isotropically radiated power predictions ob-
tained in the satellite manufacturer’s pre-
launch tests, showing that the contours of
the carrier’s satellite beams as designed and
the geographic area that the carrier’s sat-
ellite beams are designed to cover are pre-
dicted to provide a good quality satellite sig-
nal to at least 90 percent of the households
in such designated market area based on the
most recent census data released by the
United States Census Bureau.

‘(D) For any satellite relied upon for cer-
tification under this section, an affidavit
stating that, to the best of the affiant’s
knowledge, there have been no satellite or
sub-system failures subsequent to the sat-
ellite’s launch that would degrade the design
performance to such a degree that a satellite
transponder used to provide local service to
any such designated market area is pre-
cluded from delivering a good quality sat-
ellite signal to at least 90 percent of the
households in such designated market area
based on the most recent census data re-
leased by the United States Census Bureau.

‘(E) Any additional engineering, des-
ignated market area, or other information
the Commission considers necessary to de-
termine whether the Commission shall grant
a certification under this section.

“‘(c) CERTIFICATION ISSUANCE.—

“(1) PuBLIC COMMENT.—The Commission
shall provide 30 days for public comment on
a request for certification under this section.

¢‘(2) DEADLINE FOR DECISION.—The Commis-
sion shall grant or deny a request for certifi-
cation within 90 days after the date on which
such request is filed.

“(d) SUBSEQUENT AFFIRMATION.—AnN entity
granted qualified carrier status pursuant to
section 119(g) of title 17, United States Code,
shall file an affidavit with the Commission
30 months after such status was granted
stating that, to the best of the affiant’s
knowledge, it is in compliance with the re-
quirements for a qualified carrier.

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
section:

‘(1) DESIGNATED MARKET AREA.—The term
‘designated market area’ has the meaning
given such term in section 122(j)(2)(C) of title
17, United States Code.

¢“(2) GOOD QUALITY SATELLITE SIGNAL.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘good quality
satellite signal’”’ means—

‘(i) a satellite signal whose power level as
designed shall achieve reception and de-
modulation of the signal at an availability
level of at least 99.7 percent using—

‘“(I) models of satellite antennas normally
used by the satellite carrier’s subscribers;
and

‘“(II) the same calculation methodology
used by the satellite carrier to determine
predicted signal availability in the top 100
designated market areas; and

‘(i) taking into account whether a signal
is in standard definition format or high defi-
nition format, compression methodology,
modulation, error correction, power level,
and utilization of advances in technology
that do not circumvent the intent of this
section to provide for non-discriminatory
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treatment with respect to any comparable
television broadcast station signal, a video
signal transmitted by a satellite carrier such
that—

““(I) the satellite carrier treats all tele-
vision broadcast stations’ signals the same
with respect to statistical multiplexer
prioritization; and

“(IT) the number of video signals in the rel-
evant satellite transponder is not more than
the then current greatest number of video
signals carried on any equivalent trans-
ponder serving the top 100 designated market
areas.

‘(B) DETERMINATION.—For the purposes of
subparagraph (A), the top 100 designated
market areas shall be as determined by
Nielsen Media Research and published in the
Nielsen Station Index Directory and Nielsen
Station Index United States Television
Household Estimates or any successor publi-
cation as of the date of a satellite carrier’s
application for certification under this sec-
tion.”.

SEC. 207. NONDISCRIMINATION IN CARRIAGE OF
HIGH DEFINITION DIGITAL SIGNALS
OF NONCOMMERCIAL EDUCATIONAL
TELEVISION STATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 338(a) is amended
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

¢“(b) NONDISCRIMINATION IN CARRIAGE OF
HIGH DEFINITION SIGNALS OF NONCOMMERCIAL
EDUCATIONAL TELEVISION STATIONS.—

““(A) EXISTING CARRIAGE OF HIGH DEFINITION
SIGNALS.—If, before the date of enactment of
the Satellite Television Extension and Lo-
calism Act of 2010, an eligible satellite car-
rier is providing, under section 122 of title 17,
United States Code, any secondary trans-
missions in high definition format to sub-
scribers located within the local market of a
television broadcast station of a primary
transmission made by that station, then
such satellite carrier shall carry the signals
in high-definition format of qualified non-
commercial educational television stations
located within that local market in accord-
ance with the following schedule:

‘(i) By December 31, 2010, in at least 50 per-
cent of the markets in which such satellite
carrier provides such secondary trans-
missions in high definition format.

‘‘(ii) By December 31, 2011, in every market
in which such satellite carrier provides such
secondary transmissions in high definition
format.

‘(B) NEW INITIATION OF SERVICE.—If, on or
after the date of enactment of the Satellite
Television Extension and Localism Act of
2010, an eligible satellite carrier initiates the
provision, under section 122 of title 17,
United States Code, of any secondary trans-
missions in high definition format to sub-
scribers located within the local market of a
television broadcast station of a primary
transmission made by that station, then
such satellite carrier shall carry the signals
in high-definition format of all qualified
noncommercial educational television sta-
tions located within that local market.”.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 338(k) is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through
(8) as paragraphs (3) through (9), respec-
tively;

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘(2) ELIGIBLE SATELLITE CARRIER.—The
term ‘eligible satellite carrier’ means any
satellite carrier that is not a party to a car-
riage contract that—

‘“(A) governs carriage of at least 30 quali-
fied noncommercial educational television
stations; and

‘“(B) is in force and effect within 150 days
after the date of enactment of the Satellite
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Television Extension and Localism Act of
2010.7;

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (6) through
(9) (as previously redesignated) as para-
graphs (7) through (10), respectively; and

(4) by inserting after paragraph (5) (as so
redesignated) the following new paragraph:

‘(6) QUALIFIED NONCOMMERCIAL  EDU-
CATIONAL TELEVISION STATION.—The term
‘qualified noncommercial educational tele-
vision station’ means any full-power tele-
vision broadcast station that—

“‘(A) under the rules and regulations of the
Commission in effect on March 29, 1990, is 1li-
censed by the Commission as a noncommer-
cial educational broadcast station and is
owned and operated by a public agency, non-
profit foundation, nonprofit corporation, or
nonprofit association; and

‘“(B) has as its licensee an entity that is el-
igible to receive a community service grant,
or any successor grant thereto, from the Cor-
poration for Public Broadcasting, or any suc-
cessor organization thereto, on the basis of
the formula set forth in section 396(k)(6)(B)
of this title.”.

SEC. 208. SAVINGS CLAUSE REGARDING DEFINI-
TIONS.

Nothing in this title or the amendments
made by this title shall be construed to af-
fect—

(1) the meaning of the terms ‘‘program re-
lated” and ‘“‘primary video” under the Com-
munications Act of 1934; or

(2) the meaning of the term ‘“‘multicast’ in
any regulations issued by the Federal Com-
munications Commission.

SEC. 209. STATE PUBLIC AFFAIRS BROADCASTS.

Section 335(b) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘“STATE PUBLIC AF-
FAIRS,” after “EDUCATIONAL,” in the
heading;

(2) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting
the following:

‘(1) CHANNEL CAPACITY REQUIRED.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), the Commission shall re-
quire, as a condition of any provision, initial
authorization, or authorization renewal for a
provider of direct broadcast satellite service
providing video programming, that the pro-
vider of such service reserve a portion of its
channel capacity, equal to not less than 4
percent nor more than 7 percent, exclusively
for noncommercial programming of an edu-
cational or informational nature.

‘“(B) REQUIREMENT FOR QUALIFIED SAT-
ELLITE PROVIDER.—The Commission shall re-
quire, as a condition of any provision, initial
authorization, or authorization renewal for a
qualified satellite provider of direct broad-
cast satellite service providing video pro-
gramming, that such provider reserve a por-
tion of its channel capacity, equal to not less
than 3.5 percent nor more than 7 percent, ex-
clusively for noncommercial programming of
an educational or informational nature.”’;

(3) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘“‘For pur-
poses of the subsection—" and inserting
“For purposes of this subsection:”’; and

(4) by adding at the end of paragraph (5)
the following:

“(C) The term ‘qualified satellite provider’
means any provider of direct broadcast sat-
ellite service that—

‘(i) provides the retransmission of the
State public affairs networks of at least 15
different States;

‘‘(ii) offers the programming of State pub-
lic affairs networks upon reasonable prices,
terms, and conditions as determined by the
Commission under paragraph (4); and

‘“(iii) does not delete any noncommercial
programming of an educational or informa-
tional nature in connection with the car-
riage of a State public affairs network.

‘(D) The term ‘State public affairs net-
work’ means a non-commercial non-broad-
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cast network or a noncommercial edu-

cational television station—

‘(i) whose programming consists of infor-
mation about State government delibera-
tions and public policy events; and

‘‘(ii) that is operated by—

‘“(I) a State government or subdivision
thereof;

‘“(IT) an organization described in section
501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
that is exempt from taxation under section
501(a) of such Code and that is governed by
an independent board of directors; or

‘“(III) a cable system.”’.

TITLE III—REPORTS AND SAVINGS
PROVISION

SEC. 301. DEFINITION.

In this title, the term ‘‘appropriate Con-
gressional committees’” means the Commit-
tees on the Judiciary and on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation of the Senate
and the Committees on the Judiciary and on
Energy and Commerce of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

SEC. 302. REPORT ON MARKET BASED ALTER-
NATIVES TO STATUTORY LICENSING.

Not later than 18 months after the date of
the enactment of this Act, and after con-
sultation with the Federal Communications
Commission, the Register of Copyrights shall
submit to the appropriate Congressional
committees a report containing—

(1) proposed mechanisms, methods, and
recommendations on how to implement a
phase-out of the statutory licensing require-
ments set forth in sections 111, 119, and 122 of
title 17, United States Code, by making such
sections inapplicable to the secondary trans-
mission of a performance or display of a
work embodied in a primary transmission of
a broadcast station that is authorized to li-
cense the same secondary transmission di-
rectly with respect to all of the perform-
ances and displays embodied in such primary
transmission;

(2) any recommendations for alternative
means to implement a timely and effective
phase-out of the statutory licensing require-
ments set forth in sections 111, 119, and 122 of
title 17, United States Code; and

(3) any recommendations for legislative or
administrative actions as may be appro-
priate to achieve such a phase-out.

SEC. 303. REPORT ON COMMUNICATIONS IMPLI-
CATIONS OF STATUTORY LICENSING
MODIFICATIONS.

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General shall
conduct a study that analyzes and evaluates
the changes to the carriage requirements
currently imposed on multichannel video
programming distributors under the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 151 et seq.)
and the regulations promulgated by the Fed-
eral Communications Commission that
would be required or beneficial to con-
sumers, and such other matters as the Comp-
troller General deems appropriate, if Con-
gress implemented a phase-out of the current
statutory licensing requirements set forth
under sections 111, 119, and 122 of title 17,
United States Code. Among other things, the
study shall consider the impact such a
phase-out and related changes to carriage re-
quirements would have on consumer prices
and access to programming.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Comptroller General shall report to the
appropriate Congressional committees the
results of the study, including any rec-
ommendations for legislative or administra-
tive actions.

SEC. 304. REPORT ON IN-STATE BROADCAST PRO-
GRAMMING.

Not later than 18 months after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Federal Com-
munications Commission shall submit to the
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appropriate Congressional committees a re-
port containing an analysis of—

(1) the number of households in a State
that receive the signals of local broadcast
stations assigned to a community of license
that is located in a different State;

(2) the extent to which consumers in each
local market have access to in-state broad-
cast programming over the air or from a
multichannel video programming dis-
tributor; and

(3) whether there are alternatives to the
use of designated market areas, as defined in
section 122 of title 17, United States Code, to
define local markets that would provide
more consumers with in-state broadcast pro-
gramming.

SEC. 305. LOCAL NETWORK CHANNEL BROAD-
CAST REPORTS.

(a) REQUIREMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—On the 270th day after the
date of the enactment of this Act, and on
each succeeding anniversary of such 270th
day, each satellite carrier shall submit an
annual report to the Federal Communica-
tions Commission setting forth—

(A) each local market in which it—

(i) retransmits signals of 1 or more tele-
vision broadcast stations with a community
of license in that market;

(ii) has commenced providing such signals
in the preceding 1-year period; and

(iii) has ceased to provide such signals in
the preceding 1-year period; and

(B) detailed information regarding the use
and potential use of satellite capacity for the
retransmission of local signals in each local
market.

(2) TERMINATION.—The requirement under
paragraph (1) shall cease after each satellite
carrier has submitted 5 reports under such
paragraph.

(b) FCC STUDY; REPORT.—

(1) STuDY.—If no satellite carrier files a re-
quest for a certification under section 342 of
the Communications Act of 1934 (as added by
section 206 of this title) within 270 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Federal Communications Commission shall
initiate a study of—

(A) incentives that would induce a satellite
carrier to provide the signals of 1 or more
television broadcast stations licensed to pro-
vide signals in local markets in which the
satellite carrier does not provide such sig-
nals; and

(B) the economic and satellite capacity
conditions affecting delivery of local signals
by satellite carriers to these markets.

(2) REPORT.—Within 1 year after the date of
the initiation of the study under paragraph
(1), the Federal Communications Commis-
sion shall submit a report to the appropriate
Congressional committees containing its
findings, conclusions, and recommendations.

(¢) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

(1) the terms ‘‘local market’ and ‘‘satellite
carrier” have the meaning given such terms
in section 339(d) of the Communications Act
of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 339(d)); and

(2) the term ‘‘television broadcast station”
has the meaning given such term in section
325(b)(7) of such Act (47 U.S.C. 325(b)(7)).

SEC. 306. SAVINGS PROVISION REGARDING USE
OF NEGOTIATED LICENSES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this Act, title
17, United States Code, the Communications
Act of 1934, regulations promulgated by the
Register of Copyrights under this title or
title 17, United States Code, or regulations
promulgated by the Federal Communica-
tions Commission under this Act or the Com-
munications Act of 1934 shall be construed to
prevent a multichannel video programming
distributor from retransmitting a perform-
ance or display of a work pursuant to an au-
thorization granted by the copyright owner
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or, if within the scope of its authorization,
its licensee.

(b) LIMITATION.—Nothing in subsection (a)
shall be construed to affect any obligation of
a multichannel video programming dis-
tributor under section 325(b) of the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 to obtain the authority
of a television broadcast station before re-
transmitting that station’s signal.

SEC. 307. EFFECTIVE DATE; NONINFRINGEMENT
OF COPYRIGHT.

(a) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Unless specifically
provided otherwise, this Act, and the amend-
ments made by this Act, shall take effect on
February 27, 2010, and with the exception of
the reference in subsection (b), all references
to the date of enactment of this Act shall be
deemed to refer to February 27, 2010, unless
otherwise specified.

(b) NONINFRINGEMENT OF COPYRIGHT.—The
secondary transmission of a performance or
display of a work embodied in a primary
transmission is not an infringement of copy-
right if it was made by a satellite carrier on
or after February 27, 2010, and prior to enact-
ment of this Act, and was in compliance with
the law as in existence on February 27, 2010.

TITLE IV—SEVERABILITY
SEC. 401. SEVERABILITY.

If any provision of this Act, an amendment
made by this Act, or the application of such
provision or amendment to any person or
circumstance is held to be unconstitutional,
the remainder of this Act, the amendments
made by this Act, and the application of
such provision or amendment to any person
or circumstance shall not be affected there-
by.

TITLE V—DETERMINATION OF
BUDGETARY EFFECTS
SEC. 501. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The budgetary effects of
this Act, for the purpose of complying with
the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go-Act of 2010,
shall be determined by reference to the lat-
est statement titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of
PAYGO Legislation” for this Act, submitted
for printing in the Congressional Record by
the Chairman of the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, provided that such statement has
been submitted prior to the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 days in which to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. BOUCHER) and ask unani-
mous consent that he be allowed to
control that time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Satellite Television
Extension and Localism Act of 2010 re-
authorizes the satellite compulsory li-
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cense until December 31, 2014, and mod-
ernizes the copyright licenses for sat-
ellite and cable television.

This has required an amazing amount
of negotiation, not only between the
members of the two committees in-
volved, but as well among the many
major players in this very complicated
area of technology. For more than a
year, there have been hearings, discus-
sions, fact-finding among the four com-
mittees, local broadcasters, copyright
owners, satellite companies, and here
is what has resulted:

We have been able to resolve the
phantom signal problem in the cable
case. We have been able to make it pos-
sible for all satellite consumers to get
their local broadcast programming.
And then we have the satellite compa-
nies. We have created a way for them
to use the license where there is a
multicast.

And so we join with a wide variety of
dedicated leaders in the House so that
local broadcasters can send several
streams of programming over one dig-
ital system.

And I thank my friend RICK BOUCHER
for his dual role in this very long oper-
ation. And, of course, as unusual,
LAMAR SMITH has been invaluable, as
well as Chairman HENRY WAXMAN and
Ranking Member JOE BARTON of the
Energy and Commerce Committee.

It was not easy to develop this con-
sensus between very strong entities in
this technology, but I am happy to
bring this bill to the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, the “Satellite Television Exten-
sion and Localism Act of 2010” reauthorizes
the satellite compulsory license until Decem-
ber 31, 2014, and modernizes the copyright li-
censes for satellite and cable television.

The bill before us today is based on H.R.
3570, legislation | introduced last September,
which was reported by our committee unani-
mously, combined with legislation reported by
the Energy and Commerce Committee, and
passed by the House overwhelmingly in De-
cember.

It includes a small number of further clari-
fications worked out in bipartisan coordination
between our two Committees and our Senate
counterparts.

It is the product of more than a year of
hearings, fact-finding, and extensive discus-
sions between the four Committees and local
broadcasters, copyright owners, satellite com-
panies, cable companies, public television,
consumer groups, the Copyright Office, and
other experts.

The result is licenses that meet the chal-
lenges of the digital age to enhance the effi-
ciency and competition that provides con-
sumers with more—and better—options.

First, the bill solves the so-called “phantom
signal” problem in the cable license.

Under current law, cable companies have
believed they were being asked to pay for pro-
gramming that not all their customers were re-
ceiving. At the same time, copyright owners
have believed that they were underpaid.

After much negotiation, this bill designs a
new way to calculate cable license royalties.
Now cable providers have more certainty, and
copyright owners get more compensation.

Second, the bill makes it possible for all sat-
ellite consumers to get their local broadcast
programming.
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Under current law, DISH network is not per-
mitted to use the Section 119 satellite license.
At the same time, there are many television
markets where customers do not get local pro-
gramming with their satellite service. This is
because rebroadcasting local programming
takes money and satellite space.

If the market is too small, satellite compa-
nies don’t offer the service. Some of these
customers live in rural areas, and cannot even
get their local networks over the air.

Every customer should be able to get local
news, weather, and sports. So to close this
service gap, DISH will get to use the Section
119 license again if, and only if, it accepts the
burden of local programming in every single
market.

We have worked together to make sure this
deal is as fair as possible to copyright owners,
local broadcasters, and consumers.

Third, this bill explains how satellite compa-
nies can use the license when there is a
“multicast.”

For the first time, local broadcasters can
now send several streams of programming
over one digital signal. This is called “multi-
casting.”

Satellite companies are only allowed to use
the license to give substitute programming to
customers who don’t get network from their
local broadcaster. We call those customers
“unserved.”

But there was confusion over whether a
customer was considered “unserved” if it got
a network by multicasting, instead of over the
air.

Now it will be clear that a household is con-
sidered “served” no matter how it gets the sig-
nal from its local broadcaster. However, be-
cause this is a significant change, satellite pro-
viders will also be allowed some time to transi-
tion to this new system. That way there will be
minimal disruption for consumers.

Finally, this bill provides a badly-needed
audit right for copyright owners. For the first
time, copyright owners can check and make
sure that cable and satellite companies are
paying them fairly.

Among the many Members who have con-
tributed to the progress of this important legis-
lation, | want to particularly thank my good
friend from Virginia, RICK BOUCHER, for his in-
valuable contributions in his dual role as a
senior Member of our Committee and the
Chair of the Telecommunications Sub-
committee.

| also want to thank Ranking Member
LAMAR SMITH for helping us work to improve
the bill in several ways, and HENRY WAXMAN
and JOE BARTON, Chairman and Ranking
Member of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, for working with us to develop this con-
sensus product.

| urge my colleagues to support this impor-
tant legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is the single
most important copyright bill to be
considered by this Congress to date. It
represents the culmination of a legisla-
tive process that began with hearings
in the House Judiciary and Energy and
Commerce Committees in February
2009.

Though bearing a Senate bill num-
ber, many of the policy positions con-
tained in this bill originated in earlier
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House versions of the legislation, in-
cluding H.R. 3570, which overwhelm-
ingly passed the House last year.

The legislation that previously
passed the House and is incorporated
into S. 3333 actually integrates two
separate bills:

H.R. 3570, introduced by Chairman
CONYERS and reported by the Judiciary
Committee on September 16, 2009; and

H.R. 2994, which was the Energy and
Commerce Committee’s related meas-
ure to amend the Communications Act.

The principal purpose of this measure
is to extend the compulsory license in
section 119 of the Copyright Act that
authorizes satellite carriers to deliver
distant network programming to sub-
scribers.

While fewer consumers rely upon the
distant license to receive network pro-
gramming than in years past, about 1
million households still derive some
benefit from it. The absence of an im-
mediate market alternative makes it
necessary once again for Congress to
extend the license temporarily until
December 31, 2014. My hope is that this
will be the last time Congress reau-
thorizes what was originally envisioned
to be a temporary license.

In addition to amending the satellite
license in section 119 of the Copyright
Act, this bill also contains a number of
significant amendments to the cable li-
cense in section 111 and a separate sat-
ellite license in section 122. The former
governs the retransmission of both
local and distant programming by
cable providers, while the latter gov-
erns the satellite retransmission of
local-into-local programming.

Perhaps the most significant amend-
ment to the cable license is a resolu-
tion of the phantom signal issue. The
provision in the bill was negotiated and
is supported by both program owners
and the cable industry. While cir-
cumstances prevented Congress from
being able to further harmonize or
eliminate these licenses, I am pleased
we were able to make substantial im-
provements and address some of the
most urgent concerns.

I thank Chairman CONYERS for bring-
ing this legislation to the floor and
want to recognize Chairman BERMAN
and Senators LEAHY and SESSIONS for
their support as well.

The inclusion of enhanced penalties
for any future violation, along with
provisions that require active judicial
oversight and GAO review of DISH’s
compliance, coupled with an obligation
that DISH certify its compliance to a
Federal court, reflects critical and nec-
essary improvements from  prior
versions of this bill.

I urge my colleagues to support S.
3333, the Satellite Television Extension
and Localism Act. When enacted, the
bill will both preserve and expand the
ability of Americans to view network
and independent station programming
without interruption. And it will do so
while taking into account the vital
property interest of those whose pro-
gramming is made subject to the li-
censing.
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Mr. Speaker, I have no other speak-
ers on this side, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, today we take the final
step in adopting legislation that will
ensure the continued satellite delivery
of network television programming to
rural homes that cannot receive that
programming by means of an outdoor
antenna or rabbit ears from a local tel-
evision station.

Over the course of the last year, the
House and Senate Commerce and Judi-
ciary Committees have closely cooper-
ated in a bipartisan process to revise
and to modernize the law, and I want
to say thanks to all of the members of
the four committees who have been in-
volved in this effort and have worked
together in order to achieve the result
and the success that we celebrate this
morning.

My major goal in reforming the Sat-
ellite Home Viewer Act has been to
bring to all 210 local television mar-
kets across the Nation what we refer to
as local-into-local television service
through which local television signals
are transmitted by satellite to homes
in the market where those television
signals originate. With the passage of
the bill that is now under consider-
ation, we will achieve that goal.

Today, 28 of the 210 local television
markets around the Nation do not have
the benefit of local-into-local satellite
service. And those local signals are tre-
mendously important. Families rou-
tinely rely on local television to bring
news about emergency weather condi-
tions, to bring news about school clos-
ings and other events in the commu-
nity, the timely knowledge of which is
very important to the families that
watch television in order to receive
that information. And there are 28
rural markets across the United States
where those very valuable local tele-
vision signals are not available
through satellite delivery. These are
very rural markets, and most of them
do not have a full complement of net-
work-affiliated 1local television sta-
tions within the market. We call these
short markets because they are miss-
ing one or more of the major network
affiliates—ABC, NBC, CBS, and FOX—
and in virtually all of these markets,
one or more of those network programs
are not available by means of a local
television station.

Until today, their short-market sta-
tus has made it economically unattrac-
tive for the satellite carriers to provide
local television signals in these mar-
kets. So those markets currently are
without that service, and that will
soon change.

Last year I spoke to the chief execu-
tive officer of EchoStar, also known as
DISH Network, one of the two major
providers of satellite-based TV services
across the United States. I asked him if
working together we could find a way
for his company to serve the 28 rural
markets that do not have local tele-
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vision service at the present time. He
responded that if we revise the law to
enable DISH to import distant network
signals from stations located outside of
these rural markets to the extent nec-
essary to supply the network signals
that are missing in those markets,
DISH would then commit to serve all
210 local TV markets across the Na-
tion.

The legislation before the House
today makes that key change. Its pas-
sage means that in the near future
EchoStar will begin serving the 28
rural markets that lack vital local tel-
evision signals at the present time. The
satellite necessary to deliver those
services has been launched, the plans
to uplink the signals of the stations
and import distant network signals to
the extent necessary to provide a full
complement of network affiliates in
those markets have been made. All
that is now waiting is the passage of
this bill in the House and its signature
into law by the President.

And so with the act that we take
today, we can be assured that in the
very near future, all 210 local television
markets across the country will re-
ceive this important service.
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I want to commend the leadership of
DISH Network for making the commit-
ment. Millions of homes in America’s
most rural regions will be the bene-
ficiaries.

I also want to say special thanks to
Chairman CONYERS of the House Judi-
ciary Committee and to our friend Mr.
SMITH from Texas for their tremendous
work and cooperation as our two com-
mittees together have fashioned this
revision of the Satellite Home Viewer
Act. It is an important step that we
take.

And Mr. Speaker, I urge that the
House approve this measure.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of S. 3333, the Satellite Television Ex-
tension and Localism Act. This legislation con-
tains important provisions to enhance tele-
vision services in rural areas.

Consumers in rural and mountainous areas,
like my congressional district, are often be-
yond the reach of cable lines and do not have
access to the types of programming that those
who live in urban areas enjoy. | believe it is
crucial for consumers in rural areas to have
access to local news and emergency informa-
tion, as well as robust television options.

| have worked hard for years to enhance the
programming options for those in rural areas,
including making sure satellite companies pro-
vide local channels. In fact, | was a member
of the conference committee in the 106th Con-
gress that negotiated the final version of the
law that originally permitted satellite television
companies to provide local television stations,
which has made satellite companies more ef-
fective competitors to cable operators. Cable
had been able to provide local broadcast net-
work stations to their subscribers for years.

While that law eliminated the legal barriers
to satellite companies providing local stations,
it did not assure delivery of local television via
satellite to all television markets. Since then, |
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have continued to work to encourage satellite
companies to expand the areas where they
provide local television stations, and we have
had many successes.

However, there are still problems that we
need to fix. For example, while everyone in
my district has access to local programming
from at least one satellite company, many
folks still cannot receive all four network sta-
tions via satellite.

| am pleased to report that | helped insert a
provision into this legislation that would
change the definition of “unserved household”
to eliminate a major impediment to satellite
companies wishing to offer all four television
networks to consumers in so-called short mar-
kets (those that do not have a full complement
of all 4 networks locally). This provision will
help ensure that all consumers in short mar-
kets have access to all four network television
stations.

In addition, this legislation contains a provi-
sion that will allow DISH Network to again be
permitted to offer network programming from
other areas when there are no stations of the
same network in the local market. DISH Net-
work had previously been prohibited from of-
fering these “distant” network television sta-
tions. Under S. 3333, DISH Network would be
able to offer these distant channels only after
it rolls out local television channels via satellite
in all 210 television markets. This provision
will inject competition into the satellite tele-
vision market, especially in rural areas where
often there is either one or no satellite pro-
viders.

The transition to digital television presented
new issues for this reauthorization. As such,
S. 3333 contains technical updates to reflect
the reality that television broadcasts are now
digital rather than analog.

This legislation is a big step forward in up-
dating the laws governing satellite television in
rural areas, and | urge the Members of this
body to support this important legislation.

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have
no speakers, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 3333.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CLARIFYING MINIMUM ESSENTIAL
COVERAGE

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5014) to clarify the health care
provided by the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs that constitutes minimum es-
sential coverage, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5014

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. CLARIFICATION OF HEALTH CARE
PROVIDED BY THE SECRETARY OF
VETERANS AFFAIRS THAT CON-
STITUTES MINIMUM  ESSENTIAL
COVERAGE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Clause (v) of section
5000A(f)(1)(A) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986, as added by section 1501(b) of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act, is
amended to read as follows:

‘“(v) a health care program under chapter
17 or 18 of title 38, United States Code, as de-
termined by the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs, in coordination with the Secretary of
Health and Human Services and the Sec-
retary,”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall take effect as if
included in section 1501(b) of the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HERGER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and to add extraneous
materials.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in strong support of H.R. 5014, a bill to
reinforce that health care provided by
the Department of Veteran Affairs con-
stitutes minimum essential coverage
under the individual mandate.

Very specifically, this bill clarifies
that coverage at the VA for individuals
who have spina bifida as a result of
their parents exposure to Agent Orange
counts as minimum essential coverage.

I want to be clear that this bill does
not in any way change veterans health
care, nor does it put anyone but the
Secretary of Veteran Affairs in control
of veterans benefits.

The bill has no cost. A similar
version of this legislation passed the
Senate by unanimous consent. This
legislation is consistent with the com-
mitment that the Congress has made
to the veterans of our Nation.

Finally, I would like to highlight
that it is supported by numerous vet-
erans service organizations such as the
Veterans of Foreign Wars, the Amer-
ican Legion, the AMVETS, and the Dis-
abled American Veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself so much time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, millions of American
workers are in danger of losing their
health care coverage because of the
Democrats’ unprecedented social ex-
periment. One of the central flaws of
the Democrats’ health care overhaul is
that it forces every American to buy
health insurance and allows Federal
bureaucrats to decide if their coverage
is acceptable. If your insurance does
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not meet the government’s standards,
then you will be taxed. That’s why
we’re considering this bill today.

Certainly, none of us wants to see
hundreds of disabled children of vet-
erans lose their health insurance be-
cause of the Democrats’ grand experi-
ment on health care. I agree with the
goal of this legislation and intend to
support it.

However, where is the fix for the mil-
lions of American workers and retirees
who will be forced out of the health
care coverage they currently have?

Fortune.com reported internal com-
pany documents from four major U.S.
employers reveal they are considering
“dumping the health care coverage
they provide to their workers in ex-
change for paying penalty fees to the
government.”’

These companies currently offer
health benefits to well over 2.3 million
employees, retirees, and their depend-
ents, a number that exceeds the popu-
lation of 15 States as well as the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

AT&T reports they could save $4.1
billion per year if they simply dump
their employee health care coverage
and pay the employer mandate tax in-
stead. When will the Democrats put a
bill on the floor that protects 1.2 mil-
lion AT&T employees, retirees, and
their dependents from losing their cov-
erage?

Caterpillar would reduce its expenses
by 70 percent if they eliminate health
benefits and, instead, pay the tax.
Where’s the protection for these em-
ployees?

A survey conducted by the City Uni-
versity of New York for the Financial
Executives Research Foundation found
that three-quarters of chief financial
officers believe the Democrat health
overhaul will be ‘‘negative both for
Americans and for their own compa-
nies.”

Sixty-two percent of CFOs say they
will have to increase employee copays
by 48 percent. Forty-eight percent be-
lieve they will have to reduce the qual-
ity of the health care package they
offer employees. And 46 percent say
they will have to reduce employee ben-
efits.

Even more troubling, The Philadel-
phia Inquirer recently interviewed
legal experts who advise employers on
how to structure their health plans.
According to their report, some health
care benefit managers ‘‘see a future in
which employers no longer provide cov-
erage because the cost of dropping
health insurance for employees, about
$2,000 per person in Federal penalties to
employers, is far less than the current
cost of providing family coverage,
about $12,000 per employee. There is an
opportunity to get out of providing
health benefits to employees.”’

While I support the goal of the legis-
lation before us, it is not enough. We
must repeal this dangerous experiment
with government control of health care
and replace it with reforms that will
allow all Americans to keep their
health coverage.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield so much time as
he may consume to the ranking mem-
ber of the Veterans Affairs Committee,
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BUYER).

Mr. BUYER. We’re doing some unnec-
essary housecleaning today. I'm not
certain whether you’re cleaning out
the garage or you’re cleaning up the
bedroom or cleaning up the mess you
made in the kitchen. But one thing’s
clear: we’re cleaning up a mess, a mess
that we don’t have to have done today,
a mess that I tried to fix with the
chairman the day before we voted on
the health bill, and you wouldn’t even
do it then.

Yeah, we’re cleaning up a mess, a
mess because it was all about political
expediency. Well, we’'ve got to get a
bill. The President’s got political cap-
ital out there. We’ve got to get a bill.

Eighteen years I've been in this
town. Whenever this town gives into a
do-something mentality built on the
emotion of the moment, people are
going to get hurt, and that’s exactly
what’s happened. People get hurt.

The health bill was never intended to
have been signed into law by the Presi-
dent. It was a political document that
was passed in the United States Senate
to achieve 60 votes, to get to the con-
ference table.

Oh, no. We’ll just take that docu-
ment that was drafted, not even vetted,
and just bring it over to the House with
all of its errors and just pass it, even
when those of us with earnestness and
sincerity to correct your bill, a Repub-
lican conservative to correct your mis-
takes, and you wouldn’t even take it.

I go to the Rules Committee, to the
Rules Committee, and lay out the mis-
takes in your bill. The stench that
comes from the Rules Committee, with
their pride, is that we stop all those
amendments.

Are you kidding me? You stopped all
those amendments. Oh, what pride.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is reminded to address his re-
marks to the Chair.

Mr. BUYER. All right.

Mr. Speaker, there was a stench that
came out of the Rules Committee. The
stench was pride. They wouldn’t swal-
low their pride to correct a bill when
they had the opportunity to do it, so
they came to the floor saying that,
geez, we’re not going to take any of
those amendments.

So, now, Mr. Speaker, we’re having
to take up your time and this precious
time on the floor to correct a bill that
we shouldn’t have to do. That’s what
we’re doing here today, Mr. Speaker.
And we’re doing it with veterans.

Now let’s talk about political corrup-
tion. Oh, Steve, you’re dancing on the
edge here; you mean there could have
actually been political corruption on
the night of the health bill? You bet.

What is the difference between poli-
tics and the super bowl of politics in
the arena and corruption? Where do
you cross the line? Is it really crossed?
When do you end up in the nebulous?
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Let me tell you about the Congres-
sional Budget Office, the nonpartisan
referee of the Congressional Budget Of-
fice, okay?

What was supposed to have hap-
pened? Let’s do a little flashback here.
Sunday, we’re going to vote on the
health bill. What happens? At midnight
on Friday night, that bill that came
over from the Senate, we finally get to
see it. What’s wrong? There are prob-
lems in the bill.

The drafting of the bill only men-
tioned TRICARE For Life, not the pro-
tection of TRICARE. So IKE SKELTON
immediately, the chairman of the
Armed Services Committee, files a bill
to be brought to the floor for which
Chairman LEVIN, you were here, and it
was the Ike Skelton bill to protect
TRICARE, a correction that had to be
made. But it was made outside of the
bill. I sought to make it a correction
inside the bill.

We also had the problem with the
drafting on the protection of veterans
programs of title 38 under chapter 17,
veterans programs. Well, there are
other veterans programs under chapter
17 that were left out, including chapter
18, which is the spina bifida program, a
serious problem. Oh, no, no, no, Steve.
We’re not going to take care of that. I
guess we’ll do it later.
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Chairman LEVIN, you kept your word.
You kept your word to me, so you are
a gentleman. We tried to get it done on
that day, and it didn’t get done. And
you kept your word to me, and we are
back here today. But we shouldn’t have
to have been back here today I guess is
my point.

Now, let me go back to the corrup-
tion. The corruption was I was still in
earnest to have this corrected in the
bill. The VFW was also very upset. So
was the American Legion. So was DAV.
So was the uniformed services. A cou-
ple other VSOs went ahead and rolled
over like a political dog and let you
scratch their belly. But I will tell you
what, these other ones stood firm be-
cause they knew the bill was flawed.

Here is a quote from the commander
of the VFW: The President and the
Democrat leadership are betraying
America’s veterans, and what makes
matters worse is the leadership and the
President know the bill is flawed, yet
are pushing for passage today like it’s
a do-or-die situation. This Nation de-
serves the best from their elected offi-
cials, and the rush to pass legislation
of this magnitude is not it.

He’s right. That’s what happened on
that day. That’s why we are having to
come back and clean up the mess.

Now we go to the day of the bill
itself. What are we going to do? We are
going to have the motion to recommit
the bill. So what’s Mr. BUYER going to
do? We are going to put in the motion
to recommit the bill to correct these
mistakes with regard to the TRICARE
program to cover our military and
their dependents and protect their ju-
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risdiction, also make sure that the
other veterans programs, the
CHAMPVA and the spina bifida pro-
gram are protected. And what hap-
pened?

I get a ring, ring, ring, ring, ring, a
phone call from CBO. CBO says, We be-
lieve that your bill may score at $4.4
billion. Are you Kkidding me, $4.4 bil-
lion? We just did IKE SKELTON’s bill on
Saturday, and it did not score. But my
bill is now going to score on Sunday
and IKE’s didn’t score on Saturday? Are
you kidding me?

Now the stench is coming from some-
where else, Mr. Speaker. CBO, the Con-
gressional Budget Office. What hap-
pened to fair dealing? What happened
to being a referee and nonpartisanship?
So I say to CBO in that phone con-
ference—some of the individuals who
were in that conference are sitting
right here; correct me if I am inac-
curate—Go back and look at your num-
bers and call me back because there is
no way this can score. They then call
back and they come back and said, We
have concerns; your bill may score at
$4.4 billion.

Okay, I tell you what. This is what I
told CBO: do not send me a letter to-
morrow that says the bill doesn’t
score. In my heart, I know what you
are doing. You are blocking to prevent
me from bringing a motion to recom-
mit the health bill on the House floor
so the Democratic leadership and
Democrats do not have to take a tough
vote and actually admit that the VFW
and the American Legion and DAV
were right that the bill is flawed and
doesn’t protect veterans.

Now, because all this is boiling, what
does the White House do? The White
House does not want to recreate an-
other Joe Wilson moment where some-
one stands up and challenges the Presi-
dent’s veracity. So what do they do?
The White House press shop goes and
contacts the Secretary of the Veterans
Affairs, and they get the Secretary of
the VA to say what BUYER has brought
out is unfounded. They get the Sec-
retary of the VA to do the dirty work.
The individuals who are serving the
Secretary of the VA are not serving
that man well at all, because whatever
that he said was unfounded has been
founded. It’s been founded because we
are correcting what I said the mistakes
were made.

Let me continue on with the corrup-
tion wave. Let me talk about those
who sit up on the perch. Oh, my gosh,
they are not there. Our friends in the
media, they are not there. Where are
they? No, they are not there because
let me tell you what they did that
night. They participated in the
marginalization of me, the mistakes,
because they said, well, we have got
four Democratic chairmen say there
were no mistakes. The Secretary of the
VA says there are no mistakes. The bill
must be okay. BUYER, you must be an
alarmist.

And so Tom Philpott, a very good
writer, someone who I respect in this
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town, with the Baltimore Sun, actually
writes an article about how I must
have been an alarmist because the four
leading chairmen and the Democratic
leadership and the White House and the
Secretary of the VA say, Steve, what
you are talking about with regard to
TRICARE and spina bifida and the
other veterans programs was un-
founded.

Then why are we here today cor-
recting those mistakes? Because they
are founded. They are real. So where is
the press now to write the story that
the VFW, you were right when you
challenged the leadership for passing a
flawed bill?

Well, let me tell you now, let me
close the loop with the corruption in
the CBO. I didn’t bring that motion to
recommit the bill, did I? I couldn’t
bring it because they said the bill
scored at $4.4 billion. So I couldn’t
bring it here on the floor. So I told
CBO, guess what, you win. I can’t bring
it. But if you tomorrow, you send me a
letter that says it didn’t score, I tell
you what I am going to do. Because
you said it scores at $4.4 billion, that
means that the savings that the Demo-
cratic leadership was talking about as
a pay-for for their health bill, the sav-
ings of $4.4 billion was taken out of
veterans programs. That’s where the
savings came from.

So I said, okay, fine, if my motion to
recommit scores at $4.4 billion, then
the savings that they talked about
over here, where you got savings in the
health bill, let’s vote for the health
bill, it was taken out of the veterans
programs. That’s where it came from.

So what happens on Monday morn-
ing? I issue a press release that says
$4.4 billion is taken out of the veterans
savings programs. Within 2 hours what
does CBO do, Mr. Speaker? They issue
a statement to me that says the bill
doesn’t score. My amendment didn’t
score. Oh, my gosh.

To every Member out there who has
had an experience over the years deal-
ing with CBO, protect yourself. Right
now you cannot trust CBO. You cannot
trust their veracity. I stand here with
a gentleman with honor, and I am
sickened by what CBO had done. I was
sickened by the super bowl of politics
that occurred on that night, that here
we had a bill that is very meaningful to
the American people, we know there
are errors. The gentleman whom I have
complimented knew in his heart that
there were problems with the bill we
are going to have to come back and
correct. We shouldn’t have had to do
this.

I felt compelled, though, to tell the
story. I am a retiring Member of Con-
gress. There are things I love and de-
fend about this institution. But there
are also things that are called the dark
side of human behavior that are toxic
and poisonous, and they disturb me to
no end. So to Members: hold onto your
honor, put your face into the cold
wind, and do not accept it when indi-
viduals act with corruption. Stand and
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shove them back. Our country is too
great.

Especially to have played politics
with veterans programs is the ultimate
to me. The children of Korean and
Vietnam war-era veterans with spina
bifida, are you kidding me? That’s who
we are going to play games with? The
other veterans programs, who are those
individuals? They are the widows, they
are the war widows, and we are going
to play politics with war widows.

There is a word, I guess, we don’t like
to use very often. It’s called ‘‘shame.”
It’s because it’s a very, very powerful
word. That’s shameful what we did.
When an error is in front of you and
you have got the opportunity to cor-
rect that error, you correct it. If you
do not, it is shameful. And I will accept
responsibility, too.

But if I am going to accept responsi-
bility as a leader of this House that I
was unable to see it through, someone
else better also step forward and accept
responsibility, Madam Speaker. And
you turn and you then face the vet-
erans at the conventions this summer
and you tell them, Yes, the bill was
flawed, but I apologize and the bill was
corrected; and with the issues that
were brought up by Mr. BUYER, they
were founded. I apologize for chal-
lenging his veracity because what he
said was right. And the Madam Speak-
er should say, I was wrong.

And under the President, you should
also say to the Secretary of the VA, I
apologize to you, Mr. Secretary; we put
you in an uncomfortable position
whereby you laid your honor on the
line and made a statement that was
not truthful. And the President should
apologize then to the Secretary of the
VA. That’s how you clean up the mess.

So it’s not just the legislative mess;
there is a mess here with regard to in-
dividuals’ integrity and their honor.
And so if you wonder why the Amer-
ican people are upset and disgusted
with Washington, DC, it is because
they see that this is what’s happening.
I assure you we lost our majority, and
you are about to lose yours.
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind all Members that
they should direct their remarks to the
Chair and not to others in the second
person.

Members also are reminded that it is
not in order to draw attention to occu-
pants of the gallery.

Mr. LEVIN. How much time is re-
maining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California has no time re-
maining. The gentleman from Michi-
gan has 18%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. LEVIN. Let me say a few words.
I really regret that the minority has
decided to use this bill as an oppor-
tunity to talk about the health care
bill I think in totally irresponsible
ways. I don’t think it is fitting for the
service of the veterans of the United
States of America that you decide to
essentially use this time to talk about
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issues unrelated. I don’t think that is
consonant with why you are here and
why we are here. So I am not going to
debate the health care bill.

We are talking today about a bill to
make very clear, if there is any need,
about one provision. Talk about play-
ing politics, that’s what’s been endeav-
ored here by the minority speakers.
And I think it’s deeply regrettable.
There is a difference of opinion as to
whether there was any mistake at all
on this specific issue. There is a dif-
ference of opinion.

The Secretary of the VA said that
this issue was already covered. That
was his judgment. There is no need for
anybody to apologize to the Secretary.
And so there was this difference of
opinion as to whether there was any
need to correct. And a lot of us said
there was no such need. When it was
raised, this issue by Mr. BUYER, we said
that. So instead of acting on something
that we thought was not necessary,
what we said was we will take further
steps to make sure there is no concern.

There was a lot of rhetoric that went
around regarding that issue. And I
want to just read a letter that came
out shortly thereafter from the com-
mander in chief of the VFW. It was a
letter to our Speaker.

0 1115

It was a letter to our Speaker, and
this is what the letter said:

“Dear Madam Speaker, I want to
apologize for saying in a Sunday press
release that you and the Democratic
leadership are betraying Americans,
America’s veterans. Your support of
America’s veterans, military, and their
families is and has been above re-
proach.” Above reproach.

And so now using this opportunity to
try to cast any aspersion, I think, is
more than unfortunate, if I might say
S0, it is disgraceful.

There was said something about we
were doing something in health care
reform on the emotion of the moment.
Talk about emotions?

Now, we had worked on this, health
care reform, in our country for decade
after decade after decade after decade
after decade, and more decades. Health
care reform was an effort in the best
American tradition to try to advance
what has made this country great—and
that is acting as a community to meet
the needs of individuals, to combine re-
sponsibility and community.

So, let me get back. If you want to go
out and talk about repeal, as the gen-
tleman from California has, go and
talk to the seniors who are going to
benefit from the health reform bill, go
and talk to the kids who are under 26
who are going to receive coverage
through this bill, go and talk to the
people who otherwise would have their
health care rescinded as some entities
tried and then, to their credit, backed
off when we raised the issue.

Now, if anybody is playing politics
today, it’s no one on this side led by
our distinguished Speaker.
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So I urge adoption of this legislation,
and I will enter into the record three
letters.

VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS
OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, DC, May 12, 2010.

Hon. BOB FILNER,

Chairman, House Veterans Affairs Committee,
Cannon House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN FILNER: On behalf of the
2.1 million members of the Veterans of For-
eign Wars and its Auxiliaries, I would like to
offer our very strong support for your legis-
lation H.R. 5014, which would clarify and pro-
tect all VA health care programs under Title
38, Chapter 17 and 18 to constitute as min-
imum essential health care coverage.

VFW applauds your efforts to clarify this
critical issue. We sincerely appreciate your
commitment to America’s veterans and their
families and we look forward to continuing
to work with you on issues of concern.

Very Truly Yours,
ROBERT E. WALLACE,
Executive Director.
THE AMERICAN LEGION,
Washington, DC, May 12, 2010.

Hon. NANCY PELOSI,

Speaker, House of Representatives, The Capitol,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER PELOSI: The American Le-
gion fully supports the amended language to
H.R. 5014, to clarify the health care provided
by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs that
constitutes minimum essential coverage.

After careful review, The American Legion
believes this legislative change would pro-
vide the Secretary of Veterans Affairs with
the continued authority to provide timely
access to the nation’s best quality of health
care for veterans and their eligible family
members consistent with the recently en-
acted Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act, especially those covered under
chapters 17 and 18 of title 38, United States
Code.

The American Legion applauds your lead-
ership on this critical issue and your contin-
ued support of America’s veterans’ commu-
nity.

Sincerely,
PETER S. GAYTAN,
Executive Director.
VIETNAM VETERANS OF AMERICA,
Silver Spring, MD, May 12, 2010.

Hon. NANCY PELOSI,

Speaker of the House, The Capitol,

Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER, Please know that
Vietnam Veterans of America (VVA) en-
dorses and supports enactment of H.R. 5014,
which effectively clarifies for veterans that
the health care provided by the Department
of Veterans Affairs does in fact constitute
the minimum essential coverage required
under the recently enacted Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act.

This should put to rest, finally, any and all
qualms of any and all veterans and their
families who might feel uneasy that the pro-
visions of the new law might adversely affect
their health care through the VA. Passage of
H.R. 5014 should reassure them, and we look
forward to its swift enactment.

Thank you again for your continuing com-
mitment to our nation’s veterans.

Sincerely,
JOHN ROWAN,
National President.

I yield back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
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LEVIN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5014, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

EXPRESSING SYMPATHY FOR
FLOOD VICTIMS IN SOUTHEAST

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1337) expressing the
sympathy and condolences of the
House of Representatives to those peo-
ple affected by the flooding in Ten-
nessee, Kentucky, and Mississippi in
May 2010.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1337

Whereas, beginning on May 2, 2010, the
State of Tennessee was hit by unprecedented
rainfall that resulted in the massive flooding
of areas in and around Nashville;

Whereas according to the National Weath-
er Service of the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration, the two-day rain-
fall totals of 13.563 inches more than doubles
the previous record of 6.68 inches set in Sep-
tember, 1979;

Whereas the storms causing the rainfall
claimed the lives of dozens of people across
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Mississippi;

Whereas the storms destroyed homes and
displaced thousands of people across Ten-
nessee;

Whereas the flooding affected travel along
hundreds of roads throughout Tennessee, in-
cluding interstate highways 40 and 24;

Whereas the storms closed schools and uni-
versities across the region;

Whereas Tennessee Governor Phil Bredesen
has worked with Federal, State, and local of-
ficials and agencies to coordinate rescue and
recovery efforts;

Whereas, on May 3, 2010, Governor
Bredesen declared a state of emergency for 52
counties, requesting Federal assistance for
areas that were affected by the storms;

Whereas, on May 4, 2010, President Obama
declared that a major disaster exists in the
State of Tennessee and directed the Federal
Emergency Management Agency to work
closely with Tennessee to monitor the re-
sponse efforts relating to the storms and
flooding and identify and respond to any im-
mediate emergency needs for the citizens
and communities of Tennessee that are im-
pacted by the devastating floods;

Whereas citizens and emergency respond-
ers of all stripes worked together to aid their
neighbors after the storm; and

Whereas volunteers are giving their time
to help ensure that evacuees are sheltered,
clothed, fed, and comforted through the
trauma caused by the storm: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) offers its deepest sympathy and condo-
lences to the families of those who lost their
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lives as the result of flooding beginning on
May 2, 2010, in the States of Tennessee, Ken-
tucky, and Mississippi;

(2) expresses its condolences to the fami-
lies who lost their homes and other property
in the flooding throughout Tennessee, Ken-
tucky, and Mississippi;

(3) expresses gratitude and appreciation to
the people of the State of Tennessee and the
surrounding States, who continue to work to
protect people from the floodwaters and aid
in the recovery efforts;

(4) expresses its support as the Federal
Emergency Management Agency continues
its efforts to respond to any needs of the citi-
zens and communities affected by the flood-
ing and assists in the recovery efforts; and

(5) honors the emergency responders across
Tennessee for their bravery and sacrifice
during this tragedy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) and the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

In the first weekend of May, the
great storms came through from the
West and struck in Arkansas, Mis-
sissippi, Tennessee, and Kentucky. The
flooding damage was record-breaking.
The damage done in all States was
great but in the State of Tennessee was
the most severe, my home State. The
most destruction, I guess, and the most
damages occurred in the district of the
Honorable JIM COOPER of Davidson
County and environs. But in my own
County of Shelby, there was extensive
damage.

I joined with my colleagues in calling
on our Governor to issue a request for
a declaration of emergency, and that
was done by Governor Bredesen. The
Federal Government has responded in a
magnificent manner.

President Barack Obama, in his his-
toric speech to the Democratic Na-
tional Convention in 2004, said how
there was not a red United States of
America and there was not a blue
United States of America, but there
was only one United States of America.
And in this particular instance where
people suffer in States that are all con-
sidered politically red States, the
United States of America has re-
sponded with all of its resources to
help our people, and our people need
help.

FEMA’s been on the ground. FEMA
Director Fugate was in Tennessee in no
time. Secretary Napolitano has been to
Nashville. Secretary Donovan of HUD
and Secretary Locke of Commerce
have been to Memphis and to Nashville
as well. And others have been there. I
had FEMA officials at my town hall
meeting on Saturday. They have let
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people know that the Federal Govern-
ment is there to help. The people have
been very responsive, and our local
governments are responsive.

When I went to Millington on Mon-
day and toured some of the damage
there, the people in the neighborhood
said that the Shelby County officials
had been outstanding in their response.
They now feel the Federal Govern-
ment’s officials have been outstanding.

Secretaries Locke and Donovan vis-
ited the Ed Rice Community Center
that’s now a shelter in Frayser, part of
my district. They visited in Millington,
also. There are people in the Midtown,
more of the heart of my district, who
had great flooding damage. And people
know now to call 1-800-621-FEMA to
lodge their notice of their damages and
to get on the list to start to have in-
spectors to come out, which they’re
doing, to assess the damages and ascer-
tain which individuals are qualified for
the $29,900 in recovery funds that can
be had for the damages for their resi-
dential establishment and/or their pri-
mary vehicle.

The SBA has been there and the head
of the SBA, and the SBA is set up to
help in losses over $29,900 and to busi-
nesses for their losses as well. City and
county governments and State govern-
ments will be eligible to qualify for de-
bris removal and for goods that have
been distributed.

Overall, the Volunteer State has re-
sponded as a Volunteer State should,
and from its naming, volunteers have
come from everywhere to help the peo-
ple who have been damaged, and we
have been contributing.

Hillary Clinton, quoting an African
proverb, ‘It takes a village to raise a
child.” Well, it takes a village and a
government to come together to help
its people in times of great distress and
natural disaster, and we have seen the
Federal Government do that—and this
government in particular—and I'm
proud that we’ve done so. And I appre-
ciate the response that I’ve seen in my
State of Tennessee.

And I regret the damage, and I know
the people have withstood it well. And
I hope it never happens, and we know it
will, but the Federal Government’s
been there.

So with that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 1337
was introduced by the Tennessee dele-
gation last week to express the sym-
pathy and condolences of the House of
Representatives to those impacted by
the recent flooding in Tennessee, Ken-
tucky, and Mississippi.

As we all know, earlier this month,
Tennessee and Kentucky and Mis-
sissippi experienced severe rainfall re-
sulting in unprecedented flooding, and
it hit my home State of Tennessee the
hardest of all. And while my district,
fortunately, was spared from any of
this flooding, our official title is
United States Representative from
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whatever State we’re from, and I think
that the Tennessee delegation has al-
ways worked together and joined to-
gether to try to represent the whole
State even though we do each run in
districts.

And on May 4, the President issued a
major disaster declaration for Ten-
nessee authorizing Federal assistance
to supplement the State and local re-
sponse and recovery efforts. And as our
colleague, the gentleman from the 9th
District, Mr. COHEN, has just stated,
the outpouring of support for the peo-
ple affected by this flooding has just
been tremendous in, as he mentioned,
our great Volunteer State of which we
are so proud.

Unfortunately, as a result of these
floods, in these three States dozens of
people were Killed and hundreds of
homes were destroyed. Thousands of
people were displaced and forced to
take shelter. In Tennessee, the Gov-
ernor declared 52 of Tennessee’s 95
counties as disaster areas, and Kkey
landmarks like the Grand Ole Opry
House were flooded with several feet of
water. In Tennessee, it hit primarily
the districts of our colleagues Con-
gressman COOPER and Congresswoman
BLACKBURN and Congressman GORDON.

In Kentucky, the Governor declared a
state of emergency in 79 of its 120 coun-
ties and issued boiled water advisories
affecting nearly 83,000 residents.

In Mississippi, nearly 2560 homes were
destroyed or suffered major damage,
and the Governor has requested six
counties receive a major disaster dec-
laration.

But even in this tragic situation, we
saw and continue to see many exam-
ples of heroism. As we have seen in pre-
vious disasters, people in the commu-
nity, first responders, and volunteers
have responded and in a big, big way.
The State and local officials, along
with organizations like the American
Red Cross, continue to provide assist-
ance and aid to those affected by this
flooding. And FEMA’s assistance has
and will help supplement these efforts.

I strongly support passage of this res-
olution and urge all of my colleagues
to do the same, and I'm sure they will.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to yield as much time as the gen-
tleman from Davidson County, Ten-
nessee (Mr. COOPER) needs. He’s the pri-
mary author of this particular resolu-
tion and the distinguished
Congressperson from the district that
suffered the greatest in our country,
Mr. COOPER.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
all of my colleagues for their unani-
mous bipartisan support of this resolu-
tion honoring the people of the three
State areas that were affected.

We suffered one of the great rainfalls
of modern times, literally doubled the
prior record—13 inches of rain in a 2-
day period—and that led to a real dis-
aster, particularly in the area of mid-
dle Tennessee that I represent.

The mayor of Nashville, Karl Dean,
who’s done a magnificent job respond-
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ing to this crisis, has estimated the
damage already at at least $1.5 billion.
But the response of the community has
been magnificent.

And the real message of our resolu-
tion today is Nashville is open for busi-
ness. Tourists are welcome. Most all of
the sites will be available and ready to
welcome you. A few are down tempo-
rarily, but we are rebuilding, and we
are rebuilding because of the magnifi-
cent volunteer spirit of our people.
Wherever you went to help a home-
owner clean up a mess or to help a
business recover, you were greeted
with dozens, sometimes hundreds of
volunteers.

There’s a group called Hands On
Nashville that did a wonderful job co-
ordinating these efforts. Churches,
other places of worship were magnifi-
cent delivering sandwiches to the hun-
gry, sheltering the homeless, taking
care of whatever needed to be taken
care of in our community. So, the vol-
unteer spirit was magnificent.

Now it’s time for the government to
step up. Whether it be FEMA or SBA or
any other alphabet soup of Federal
agencies, it’s time for government to
do its part.

So we look forward to working with
the disaster victims to make sure that
everybody is helped to the extent pos-
sible because this was an unforeseen
and unforeseeable calamity. It affected
our district. Unfortunately, it did not
get the publicity it deserved because of
the New York terrorist incident and
the spill in the gulf.

But when Anderson Cooper of CNN
came down, his initial headline for a
story was ‘‘Nashville Flooding.” As
soon as he saw the magnificent re-
sponse of our people, he changed that
headline to ‘‘Nashville Rising.” And
that’s our real message here. We are
coming back and we are coming back
strong.

So please, come visit Nashville, Ten-
nessee. Spend your tourist dollars in
our community. We need your help.
And together, we’ll restore the rightful
place of country music and other forms
of music in this country.
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Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs.
BLACKBURN).

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman from Knoxville
for yielding the time.

I rise today, and all of the people of
Tennessee, so many of the families in
my district have lost most or even all
of what they had. Some have suffered
loss of family members, and we express
our sympathies to those families.

You know, homes are gone, busi-
nesses are wiped out, schools are flood-
ed. School is even out for the year in
some communities. Roads and bridges
are absolutely washed away. And the
road back for Tennessee is going to be
a very long road. It is going to be dif-
ficult, also, but Tennesseans are un-
daunted.
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I chose to stay in my district last
week. All 15 of my counties are Federal
disaster areas, and I wanted to make
certain that my staff and I had the op-
portunity to get into those commu-
nities, into those counties, and to as-
sess the needs and make certain that
needs were being met.

This photo that I am showing you
shows the extent of damage in one of
the counties, Cheatham County, there
in my district. But you know, it could
have been taken over in Mr. DAVIS’ dis-
trict or Mr. TANNER’s district or in Mr.
COOPER’s district. But it shows you
what has happened with how roads are
completely washed away. This is one of
only hundreds and hundreds of roads
that have been washed out by the
storm. This one, you will see the road
actually lies about 60 yards from the
roadbed and where it originally was
placed. The terrible force of the waters
washed it out and onto the foundation
of three homes that were completely
washed away.

While the rain fell, neighbors stepped
up to help neighbors, and those who
had dry homes took people into those
homes. And then, they started to get
ready to rebuild. And what they are
doing is forming purchasing pools to
buy the supplies and help clear the
homes and to rebuild those homes. I
can’t count the number of empty foun-
dations that I saw across the district
last week, or the skeletons of churches
and homes and businesses that are now
sitting on riverbanks.

I spoke to residents who have noth-
ing, nothing at all, where their home
used to be, some who have only parts of
a foundation left. One resident was
wearing only the clothes on his back.
And he didn’t talk about what his
needs were or how great his loss was.
What he talked about was rebuilding
that community. And he talked about
how he could replace material goods,
but also about the richness of people
helping people and coming together.

Our local governments, as Mr. CoO-
PER was saying, the State of Tennessee
and the Federal Government are re-
sponding. Aid that began to hit our
urban areas around Nashville and
Memphis is now making it out into the
rural counties. The road back for those
counties is going to be very difficult,
but I commend those local elected offi-
cials for how they have stepped up, how
they had a disaster plan and they also
had an implementation plan, and they
put it to work and responded in the ap-
propriate way, being there to help all
of their local citizens.

I commend FEMA and the adminis-
tration for the aid that I know will
eventually come to Tennessee and to
our rural communities. And, most of
all, I commend the families who once
again have displayed why we are the
Volunteer State.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
such time as he may consume to the
Honorable BART GORDON, who rep-
resents a district just south and south-
east of Davidson County.
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Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. I thank
my friend from Memphis for yielding,
and I thank my friend JIM COOPER from
Nashville for bringing forth this good
resolution. And I join my friend from
Knoxville and Franklin and from our
Kentucky neighbors in rising to sup-
port H. Res. 1337.

My district in middle Tennessee was
among those devastated by historic
rainfall and subsequent flooding on
May 1 and 2. Seeing this kind of devas-
tation just breaks your heart. Many
Tennesseans were displaced, including
my mother. While it was just a tem-
porary inconvenience for her, and I am
grateful for that, for some it was an
ongoing disruption, and for others it
was a life-changing event.

Even as many people in Tennessee re-
turn to normal routines, those families
who were most affected will still be
working to rebuild their lives. Those
families will continue to need our com-
passion and support through the com-
ing months. Federal assistance is avail-
able and will make a difference for
many families, and that is why I en-
courage everyone in the affected coun-
ties to document their damage and
contact FEMA. Apply even if you have
insurance. If you find out months from
now that insurance won’t cover any
damages, or all your damages, it might
be too late to apply for FEMA assist-
ance at that time. My staff in
Murfreesboro, Gallatin, and Cookeville
are standing ready to help anyone who
has questions about how to apply for
assistance.

A lot of good-hearted people have
been pitching in to lend a hand after
they just dried themselves off. Their
generosity of spirit is inspiring to see,
but it is not surprising. Our commu-
nities have rebounded after tornados
and storms. This time, we will work to-
gether to rise above the floodwaters.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and to keep Tennessee in
their thoughts and prayers.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I will
close by saying that almost all Ten-
nesseans have friends and relatives, in-
cluding me, people who were affected
by this flooding. And I want to com-
mend all the people from my district
who volunteered and who went to the
aid of those people who were touched
by this tragedy. And I want to com-
mend the gentleman from Nashville,
my friend Mr. COOPER, for bringing this
resolution to the floor.

Again, I wish to express my sym-
pathy and condolences to all those who
were hurt or harmed in some way by
this flooding or who have lost family
members, and I urge support for this
resolution.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I, too,
thank Mr. COOPER for bringing this res-
olution, Mr. GORDON for testifying, and
Mr. DUNCAN and Mrs. BLACKBURN for
their testimony, all the members of the
delegation who came together in a bi-
partisan manner and who I think, by
their actions, indicated that they be-
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lieve government can and is an effec-
tive tool to help people, and can, when
used properly, efficiently, and effec-
tively, as FEMA is now, be an impor-
tant part of a government response to
a crisis to help the American people.

As Mr. COOPER said, Nashville is open
for business. And Nashville is a great
city with a great tourist economy.
While the Opryland Hotel may be
closed temporarily, the Grand Ole Opry
is still in business. There is still lots of
music and lots of hotels open, and
there is also the Music Highway that
can take you right down I-40 to Mem-
phis, and we would love to see you
there, too.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, the flood waters
in Tennessee, Kentucky, and Mississippi have
begun to recede, but the thoughts and prayers
of all Members of Congress remain with the
residents of those States. As thousands of
Americans work to put their lives back to-
gether in the aftermath of record-breaking
flooding, this Congress stands with them.

We are particularly saddened by the tragic
loss of more than 20 people. For families who
have lost loved ones, the sympathies of all
Americans are with them in these tragic times.

The Nation has been particularly affected by
the situation in Nashville, where entire neigh-
borhoods were under water. But as Russ
Hazelton, resident of Nashville, said, “We
have no choice but to solve this problem, and
we’re going to solve it with enthusiasm . . .”
That enthusiasm will be matched by the Fed-
eral Government.

President Obama has declared the situation
in Tennessee to be a major disaster. Con-
gress will continue to work with those Mem-
bers whose constituents have been affected
by this tragedy to provide the assistance nec-
essary.

With this resolution today, we also honor the
efforts of our brave first responders, and State
and local government officials, who have
risked life and limb and worked tirelessly to
safely evacuate people and return commu-
nities to normalcy. We stand with them today,
and in the days ahead.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H. Res. 1337, a resolution to
express the sympathy and condolences of the
House of Representatives to those people af-
fected by the flooding in Tennessee, Ken-
tucky, and Mississippi in May 2010.

| express my heartfelt condolences to fami-
lies and communities who have lost loved
ones from these devastating floods in Ten-
nessee, Kentucky, and Mississippi. | also ex-
press my sympathy for those whose homes
were damaged or destroyed. Unfortunately,
several times in recent years, | have come to
the floor to express sympathy and condo-
lences in the wake of nature’s wrath and
floods are the most common type of disaster
our nation faces.

| would also like to express my appreciation
for the men and women who have responded
to this disaster, and those who are aiding in
the recovery including police officers, fire-
fighters, emergency managers, and emer-
gency medical personnel. Twenty four hours a
day, every day of the year, all over this coun-
try, when any type of tragedy enters our lives,
from a medical emergency facing a neighbor
to a large-scale natural disaster, terrorist at-
tack, or other incident, our nation’s emergency
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responders and charitable organizations are
the first on the scene to provide professional
services, expert help, aid, and comfort. These
well-trained, highly-skilled individuals are truly
on the front lines in preparing for, responding
to, recovering from, and mitigating damages
from a variety of hazards.

As the waters recede, we will begin the in-
evitable and necessary process of rebuilding
these homes and communities. As we do, it is
important that we re-build safer and better to
reduce the risk to lives and property. This is
known as “mitigation”. In the case of a flood,
we can mitigate future risks by elevating the
structure or key elements such as furnaces
and electrical panels, or in some cases by ac-
quiring the property and converting the land to
open space.

Mitigation is an investment. According to
two Congressionally-mandated studies, for
every dollar invested in mitigation there is a
return of at least three dollars. This is an in-
vestment that not only benefits the Federal
Government, but State and local governments
and citizens as well. According to the Federal
Emergency Management Agency, previous
mitigation investments have already been
shown to pay off in the areas of Tennessee,
Kentucky, and Mississippi that were flooded in
this disaster.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H. Res. 1337.

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, last week, flood
waters devastated many businesses and
homes of hardworking families in Tennessee.
The torrential downpours and rise of the Cum-
berland River in Nashville was a 1,000-year
event that no one could have predicted be-
cause this area is not in a flood plain. There-
fore, a vast number of Tennesseans did not
have flood insurance, leaving them hurting fi-
nancially because of the high cost of home re-
pairs and in need of additional support. Many
are now homeless after this truly unique and
devastating event in our State’s history and
my heart goes out to all affected, especially
those who lost loved ones.

While Tennessee’s capitol city and sur-
rounding areas have been severely damaged,
the volunteer spirit of its residents has shined.
Tennesseans are helping themselves and their
neighbors recover and move forward. Clean-
up efforts are well underway and fundraisers
are being held for the thousands who lost their
homes or so many of their belongings. We
have a long way to go before our cities and
towns are completely restored, and | am com-
mitted to doing all | can to help Middle and
West Tennessee rebuild after these dev-
astating floods.

Mr. COHEN. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
COHEN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1337.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
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proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

INTERNATIONAL LEARN TO FLY
DAY

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 1284) supporting the
goals and ideals of International Learn
to Fly Day, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1284

Whereas, since the birth of flight, aviation
has had a tremendous impact on the imagi-
nation, innovation, and economy of the
United States;

Whereas many of the Nation’s heroes have
been pilots, including the Wright brothers,
Charles Lindbergh, Amelia Earhart, Charles
‘““Chuck” Yeager, the Nation’s astronauts
and military aviators, and the flight crew of
U.S. Airways Flight 1549, among others;

Whereas every one of these individuals had
to learn to fly before they could achieve
their greatness;

Whereas there are approximately 600,000 pi-
lots and approximately 230,000 commercial
and general aviation airplanes in the United
States;

Whereas flight brings joy, inspiration, and
a sense of accomplishment to those who fly
for recreation, pleasure, and work;

Whereas flight allows the movement of
people and commodities across the Nation
and around the world quickly and efficiently;
and

Whereas the third Saturday in May is an
appropriate day to observe International
Learn to Fly Day: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Learn to Fly Day; and

(2) recognizes the contributions of flight
instructors, flight schools, aviation groups,
and industry in promoting and teaching the
Nation’s next generation of pilots.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. GRAVES)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of the resolution, H.
Res. 1284, as amended, introduced by
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BoYD)
which supports the goals and ideals of
International Learn to Fly Day and
recognizes the contributions of flight
instructors, flight schools, aviation
groups, and industry in promoting and
teaching the Nation’s next generation
of pilots.
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International Learn to Fly Day was
established on May 15, 2009, to increase
interest in flying and to encourage the
aviation community to get others in-
volved in aviation. The event was an-
nounced at the Experimental Aviation
Association’s AirVenture in Oshkosh,
Wisconsin. Aviation groups, industry
partners, flight schools, and flight in-
structors have come together to create
a day dedicated to inspiring national
interest in flight.

On International Learn to Fly Day,
flight schools, airports, and inde-
pendent flight instructors will offer
free or discounted flight instruction
and other educational aviation events.
The aviation community will lend its
time and expertise to introduce people
to the thrill of flying and the oppor-
tunity to reflect back on Orville
Wright. Airlines must be able to at-
tract the next generation of commer-
cial pilots. International Learn to Fly
Day will be an important day to pro-
mote the experience of learning to fly,
and to attract people to the pilot pro-
fession, of which my home city is the
home to Federal Express, which em-
ploys many fine pilots and will, indeed,
many more in the years to come as
they continue to deliver cargo to the
world.

International Learn to Fly Day will
be observed each year on the third Sat-
urday of May. I look forward to this
first celebration on May 15, 2010, and
urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H. Res. 1284.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H. Res. 1284, which is a reso-
lution obviously supporting the goals
and ideals of International Learn to
Fly Day. And I would like to thank Mr.
BoyD and Mr. EHLERS for sponsoring
this meaningful piece of legislation.
Both of these individuals are great ad-
vocates of aviation, and they need to
be commended for this bill.

Mr. Speaker, aviation plays an im-
portant role in America and through-
out the world, and it expands business
opportunities, creates very well-paying
jobs, and it inspires innovation. With-
out flight instructors, flight schools,
aviation groups, and industry pro-
moting and teaching the next genera-
tion of pilots, many of these benefits
are not going to be realized.

Unfortunately, in recent years the
U.S. pilot population has declined. And
as a pilot, actually a commercial pilot,
myself, it was easy for me because I
grew up across the road from the air-
port. I played in airplane wrecks as a
kid. I pumped gas and washed wind-
shields and washed airplanes, any way
to mooch a ride and get a lesson. I grew
up with it and grew up next to it, so I
was able to learn to fly.

I find the news that the pilot popu-
lation is declining extremely dis-
appointing. In response, the Inter-
national Learn to Fly Day was estab-
lished, and it is the third Saturday in



May 12, 2010

May. This goal is to increase interest
in flying and to encourage the aviation
community and others to get involved
in aviation.

There are a lot of groups out there,
the Experimental Aircraft Association,
the Aircraft Owners and Pilots Asso-
ciation. I know the General Aviation
Manufacturers Association, which are
all here this week, they are all coming
up with programs and working on pro-
grams to encourage young people to fly
and trying to either get them their
first lesson or get them ground school,
whatever the case may be. But this is a
very worthy cause, and I am very proud
to support it.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, with your
indulgence, I recognize the gentleman
from west Tennessee (Mr. TANNER) out
of order for such time as he may con-
sume.

Mr. TANNER. Mr. Speaker, I was in a
conference committee and could not
get to the floor when the Tennessee
delegation was speaking about the un-
precedented flooding. Sixteen of the 19
counties in the Eighth District have
been declared a disaster, and we expect
the other three.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H.
Res. 1337 to acknowledge the difficulties fac-
ing many Tennesseans as a result of the se-
vere weather that struck our area recently.

Sadly, the storms that hit our area took
seven lives in the 19 counties that make up
the Eighth District, which we are honored to
represent in this chamber. Our thoughts and
prayers are with those families.

Additionally, there remains damage in all 19
counties that make up the Eighth District. We
are appreciative that at the time we consider
this resolution, 16 of those counties have been
declared federal disaster areas, giving Ten-
nessee families and businesses access to
much-needed assistance as they get back on
their feet. We are hopeful that the necessary
assessments will be completed soon to allow
federal assistance to all the counties we rep-
resent and others across the State.

Tennesseans always rise to the occasion
when our neighbors are in need, and that was
the case in this disaster as well. We commend
the swift response from first responders, State
and local leaders, volunteer organizations and
members of the community. Both the Ten-
nessee Emergency Management Agency,
TEMA, and the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, FEMA, were also on the ground
immediately to begin their work helping those
affected and ensuring assistance is on the
way.

Mr. Speaker, | thank Mr. COOPER and our
colleagues from Tennessee for bringing this
resolution forward so the House has an oppor-
tunity to express its condolences to Ten-
nesseans who are just beginning the recovery
process.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
such time as he may consume to the
author of the resolution and a pilot
himself, Mr. BoyD of Florida.
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Mr. BOYD. I thank my friend, Mr.
COHEN, for yielding me time.
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Mr. Speaker, I rise today as cochair-
man of the General Aviation Caucus,
with my friend, VERN EHLERS, my fel-
low cochair, in support of this resolu-
tion honoring International Learn to
Fly Day. I want to thank Chairman
OBERSTAR and Ranking Member JOHN
MicA for their work on this bill to get
it out of the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee. I also want to
thank the original cosponsor of the
bill, Representative GRAVES, for his
work.

International Learn to Fly Day will
be celebrated this Saturday, May 15,
with opportunities throughout the
country to learn more about the won-
ders of flying, how to get your pilots li-
cense, what to expect during flight
training, and career options for you
once you achieve that goal.

As many of you may surmise, I am a
pilot myself, and I would encourage
anyone I know to pursue their desire to
learn to fly. You will not be dis-
appointed. It’s never too late to learn.
Unlike Mr. GRAVES, I didn’t grow up
around flying, but in the service I be-
came very interested in flying when I
got an opportunity to spend a lot of
time in a plane. When I came home and
went into my profession, I continued to
do that from time to time, and then,
only less than 4 years ago, I achieved a
lifelong goal of getting my private pi-
lots license. I'm telling you, it has not
been a disappointing experience.

I think it’s very clear to us that
when you travel around the country
from time to time and go to these air-
ports, particularly some of the smaller
municipal airports, and see the general
aviation activity, we learn how depend-
ent we are in this country upon flying,
and particularly the general aviation
business. We have seen a good example
in the recent volcano activity in Eu-
rope that our economies and our lives
are limited without the ability to fly.

Mr. Speaker, Congress will surely
earn its wings today if we pass this res-
olution. I urge support of H.R. 1284, and
your local International Learn to Fly
Day activities.

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I would
yield such time as he may consume to
one of the original sponsors, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

Mr. EHLERS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding and I also want to recog-
nize that Mr. GRAVES has been a real
stalwart on the Transportation Com-
mittee, particularly the Aviation Sub-
committee, with his wealth of experi-
ence in flying. The knowledge that he
brings to it has just been invaluable. I
really appreciate all that Mr. GRAVES
has done for aviation in the Congress.
That’s very important because last
yvear the Congress developed a negative
impression of flying. You all recall, I
suspect, that some corporate leaders
came in asking for government funds,
and they flew here in their private jets.
That made headlines across the coun-
try. Unfortunately, the news media
didn’t leave it there, but continued to
pursue the entire issue of flying and
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presented the portrait of the average
flyer as being very wealthy and having
an airplane as a toy to play with. That
is far from the truth. Most pilots do
not have a lot of money. Very few of
them own their own airplanes. This
negative impression that was formed
here by the Congress and in the Con-
gress really troubled those of us who
know something about flying.

I am not a professional pilot. I would
love to be, but I've never had either the
time or the money to do it. But I rec-
ognize injustice when it takes place. It
took place right here in the Congress of
the United States. And that led to a lot
of activity on our part to try to edu-
cate the public about flying, about who
the pilots are, what they accomplish
for the economy as a whole, and in par-
ticular, what good works they do. A
good example of that is the tremendous
amount of effort the private pilots of
the United States exerted in helping
the island of Haiti.

Just last week, we had Harrison Ford
here to describe what he had done. He
owns several airplanes and did a num-
ber of flights into Haiti transporting
doctors, medicines, and so forth. He is
an example of what I'm talking about.
Not everyone who took part is a movie
star, as Harrison Ford is, but he was
representing a lot of people who ex-
pended a lot of their own money to aid
the people in Haiti through the use of
airplanes flying goods in and out, fly-
ing patients out to the United States
for medical treatment when they were
in serious trouble, etc. And this is just
one example of the many things that
pilots and aviation in general do to
help the public at large.

So I'm very proud to stand here and
say we have to help aviation and pri-
vate pilots in every way that we can.
And one good way is to encourage them
to learn to fly. Many individuals nor-
mally would not think of flying, but
when they see that they can accom-
plish so much good with aviation, we
hope that they will take the time to
learn how to fly and to at least join a
flying club or perhaps eventually own
their own airplane so that they can
really go forth and help a lot of people.

It’s amazing how many people do this
sort of thing in various fields. For
years, I was interested in ham radio.
Again, a tremendous help to the econ-
omy and to the people at large is done
during emergencies by ham radio oper-
ators. It’s very similar with pilots.
When the need is there, they will rise
to the occasion and they will provide
the transportation that’s necessary.

In my area, we have an Angels of
Mercy program, which has done tre-
mendous good work flying people to
hospitals. The patients cannot afford
to take a commercial plane to get dis-
tant medical treatment. They’re not in
good enough shape to travel by car.
And so the Angels of Mercy fly individ-
uals at essentially no cost or very low
cost so that the patients can get med-
ical treatment in the right place at the
right time.
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It is high time that we recognize the
good service that these pilots provide
and that we do everything we can to
help them in that effort. This resolu-
tion is part of that—simply encour-
aging people to learn to fly. I know
there’s a local group in my district
that has taken advantage of this to
publicize flight lessons in my area.
They have a number of people signed
up already who are willing to learn to
fly so that they can accomplish good
for other people.

So I strongly urge that we adopt this
resolution and recognize the good work
that aviation does for the general wel-
fare of our Nation.

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time. I would just,
again, like to express my strong sup-
port for this resolution. There’s a lot of
groups out there, again, that are en-
couraging flight. The Experimental
Aircraft Association’s Young Eagles
program will give that young person
their very first flight for free. I'd en-
courage anybody that would like to
take advantage of that for a young per-
son and to learn the joys of flying, to
do that at their local airport.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of this resolution, H. Res. 1284, as
amended, introduced by the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BoyD), which supports the goals
and ideals of International Learn to Fly Day,
and recognizes the contributions of flight in-
structors, flight schools, aviation groups, and
industry in promoting and teaching the nation’s
next generation of pilots.

As an effort to increase interest in flying,
and to encourage the aviation community to
get others involved in aviation, International
Learn to Fly Day was established on May 15,
2009. Learn to Fly Day was announced at the
Experimental Aviation Association’s AirVenture
in Oshkosh, Wisconsin, with the support of
aviation groups, industry partners, flight
schools, and flight instructors. The day was
founded to cultivate a new generation of pilots
to act as role models and to ensure that air-
lines are able to meet future needs for airline
travel.

On Learn to Fly Day, flight schools, airports,
and independent flight instructors will offer free
or discounted flight instruction courses and
other educational aviation events. The aviation
community will lend its time and expertise to
increase public interest in flying.

Many of the nation’s heroes have been pi-
lots, including the Wright brothers, Amelia Ear-
hart, and most recently, Captain Chesley
“Sully” B. Sullenberger Il and First Officer
Jeffrey Skiles. Flight has always been a na-
tional and international source of fascination
and inspiration. To continue the significant leg-
acy of flight, the United States needs to en-
sure that it can attract the next generation of
commercial and recreational pilots.

International Learn to Fly Day will be an im-
portant day to promote the experience of
learning to fly. This year will be the first year
that the day will be celebrated, with events
taking place across the country, and some
internationally. International Learn to Fly Day
will be observed each year on the third Satur-
day of May.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H. Res. 1284.
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Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, the resolution be-
fore us—introduced by the co-chairs of the GA
Caucus, Dr. EHLERS and Mr. Boyb—ex-
presses support for the designation of the third
Saturday in May as “International Learn to Fly
Day.”

The resolution recognizes aviation’s tremen-
dous impact on the imagination, innovation,
and economy of the United States.

Pilots are obviously a critical component of
our aviation system and this resolution recog-
nizes the need to cultivate the Nation’s next
generation of pilots.

It is fitting to recognize the international na-
ture of aviation. The era of flight has certainly
brought the world closer together.

Positioned between two major general avia-
tion events in the United States, Sun and Fun
in Lakeland, Florida and the EAA AirVenture
in Oshkosh, Wisconsin, International Learn to
Fly Day is a great time to encourage young
people to take an interest in flying.

These air shows offer a great opportunity to
get an up-close and personal look at the air-
craft and interact with the pilots who make
general aviation such a vibrant part of the
aviation community in the United States, and
around the world.

The International Learn to Fly Day is also a
great way to encourage would-be aviators to
follow in the footsteps of other aviators who
have helped create the aviation system we all
enjoy today.

Mr. Speaker, | support the adoption of the
resolution, and urge my colleagues to support
the resolution.

Mr. GRAVES. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. BoyD and Mr. EHLERS for bringing
this resolution, and ask that all Mem-
bers unanimously support H. Res. 1284,
as amended.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
COHEN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1284, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

The title was amended so as to read:
“Resolution supporting the goals and
ideals of International Learn to Fly
Day, and for other purposes.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

RECOGNIZING AVIATION CON-
TRIBUTIONS 1IN HAITI EARTH-
QUAKE RELIEF

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 61)
expressing the sense of the Congress
that general aviation pilots and indus-
try should be recognized for the con-
tributions made in response to Haiti
earthquake relief efforts.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The text of the concurrent resolution
is as follows:
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S. CON. RES. 61

Whereas on January 12, 2010, the country of
Haiti suffered a devastating earthquake;

Whereas after the earthquake, general
aviation pilots rallied to provide transpor-
tation for medical staff and relief personnel;

Whereas more than 4,500 relief flights were
made by general aviators in the first 30 days
after the earthquake;

Whereas business aircraft alone conducted
more than 700 flights, transporting 3,500 pas-
sengers, and over 1,000,000 pounds of cargo
and supplies;

Whereas relief flights were fully paid for
by individual pilots and aircraft owners;

Whereas smaller general aviation aircraft
were able to deliver supplies and medical
personnel to areas outside Port-Au-Prince
which larger aircraft could not serve; and

Whereas the selfless efforts of the general
aviation community have saved countless
lives and provided humanitarian assistance
in a time of need: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the United
States Congress—

(1) recognizes the many contributions of
the general aviation pilots and industry to
the Haiti earthquake relief efforts; and

(2) encourages the continued generosity of
general aviation pilots and operators in the
ongoing humanitarian relief efforts in Haiti.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. GRAVES)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and add extraneous ma-
terial as necessary on S. Con. Res. 61.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of S. Con. Res. 61, a resolution which
recognizes the many contributions of
private pilots and the general aviation
industry to the Haiti earthquake relief
efforts and encourages the continued
generosity of general aviation pilots
and operators in ongoing humanitarian
relief efforts in Haiti.

On January 12, 2010, a devastating
earthquake struck Haiti, leaving up to
300,000 dead and 300,000 injured. Private
pilots and businesses banded together
to conduct an estimated 4,500 relief
flights during the 30-day period fol-
lowing the earthquake. Business air-
craft transported approximately 3,500
passengers and delivered over 1 million
pounds of cargo and supplies to the
Haitian people.

General aviation aircraft were vital
for getting help to smaller commu-
nities that otherwise faced great dif-
ficulty in receiving aid. Media ac-
counts described pilots ferrying sup-
plies between nearby countries, like
the Dominican Republic, to small
towns in Haiti. They would often land
on not much more than dirt roads.
General aviation aircraft transported



May 12, 2010

critical supplies like food, blankets,
medication, and medical equipment as
well. The fuel from these aircraft was
even used in some cases to help genera-
tors continue running. The aircraft
carried medical staff and relief per-
sonnel from the United States to Haiti
to assist in relief efforts, including a
group that came from my hometown of
Memphis, from LeBonheur Children’s
Hospital. They spent quite a bit of time
down there.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting S. Con. Res. 61.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GRAVES. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of Senate Concurrent Resolution 61, a
resolution recognizing general aviation
pilots and the general aviation indus-
try for their contributions in response
to the Haiti earthquake relief efforts.
As we all know, on January 12, 2010,
the country of Haiti suffered a dev-
astating earthquake. Immediately
after the earthquake, general aviation
pilots began providing transportation
for medical staff and relief personnel.
More than 4,500 flights were made by
general aviators in the first 30 days,
and business aircraft alone conducted
more than 700 flights, transporting
3,600 passengers and over 1 million
pounds of cargo—fully paid for by indi-
vidual pilots and aircraft owners.

I would also like to take this oppor-
tunity to recognize the efforts of the
Corporate Aviation Responding in
Emergencies organization, called
CARE, one of the largest contributors
to Haiti response efforts. CARE is a
group of volunteers from the business
aviation community that coordinate
relief flights in response to disasters. It
was formed in response to Hurricane
Katrina, and participants flew about
175 missions and moved approximately
1,000 people and 250,000 pounds of sup-
plies.

The earthquake in Haiti produced an-
other situation that was the funda-
mental case for business and general
aviation. It needed quick reaction, de-
centralized response, and efficiency.
Business and general aviation was the
only response entity that could do all
three. CARE Operation Haiti has in-
cluded more than 750 flights with 4,000
passengers, and over a million pounds
of critical medical supplies. CARE pas-
sengers have included medical per-
sonnel, relief workers, newly adopted
children, injured patients, and mission-
aries. Over 100 aircraft have been acti-
vated for the program, flying more
than $56 million worth of flight hours.
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Again, I would like to recognize the
contributions of CARE and all those
who took part in relief efforts in Haiti.
I also would like to extend my deepest
sympathies to the victims and families
who have been impacted by this dev-
astating disaster.

Madam Speaker, I yield such time as
he may consume to the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).
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Mr. EHLERS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I said much of what I
could say on this particular resolution
when I discussed the previous one, and
noted that it is important to recognize
that general aviation is very, very im-
portant to our Nation. It serves so
many people so well. I will not bother
to repeat all the points I made earlier,
but I simply want to say that I think
this is an excellent resolution, and I
hope that everyone in this Chamber
will vote for it and that it will go into
effect.

Mr. COHEN. I continue to reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. GRAVES. Madam Speaker, I
have no further requests for time. I
urge my colleagues to support this res-
olution, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, before
we close, I want to take an oppor-
tunity, because I don’t know if I will
have the opportunity on the floor to do
it. Mr. EHLERS is retiring during this
Congress. When I was a freshman in
2006, he was the head of the Committee
on House Administration that helped
welcome all the freshmen and get us
oriented to Congress, and he was one of
the first influences on my experience
in Congress. It was an excellent one.
You are a gentleman. It’s been an
honor serving with you, and I thank
you for your contributions to the Class
of 2006. I wish you Godspeed.

Mr. PETRI. Madam Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of Senate Concurrent Resolution 61, Ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that gen-
eral aviation pilots and industry should be rec-
ognized for the contributions made in re-
sponse to Haiti earthquake relief efforts.

On January 12, 2010, Haiti experienced a
disastrous earthquake that overwhelmed its
disaster relief capabilities. The world re-
sponded.

In addition to relief offered by governments
from around the world, individual general avia-
tion pilots did what they could to support the
relief effort.

To help meet the desperate need for sup-
plies to help those displaced by the earth-
quake, general aviation pilots made over
4,500 relief flights within the first thirty days
after the disaster.

Some 3,500 passengers and 1 million
pounds of cargo were transported by large
general aviation aircraft, and general aviation
pilots in smaller aircraft were able to serve
areas that larger aircraft could not access, de-
livering critical medical personnel and sup-
plies.

This concurrent resolution recognizes the
magnanimous efforts of the general aviation
community in the response to this terrible dis-
aster. The extraordinary efforts of these gen-
eral aviation pilots and the general aviation
community saved countless lives and helped
to ease the suffering of those in need.

The Senate adopted this resolution by unan-
imous consent on April 29, 2010. On this, the
4-month anniversary of the earthquake, | urge
my colleagues to adopt this resolution recog-
nizing the efforts of those who came to the aid
of the people of Haiti.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Madam Speaker, | rise in
strong support of this resolution, S. Con. Res.
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61, which recognizes the many contributions
of the private pilots and the general aviation
industry to the Haiti earthquake relief efforts
and encourages the continued generosity of
general aviation pilots and operators in ongo-
ing humanitarian relief efforts in Haiti.

On January 12, 2010, the Republic of Haiti
experienced a devastating earthquake, leaving
up to an estimated 300,000 dead and 300,000
injured. It is also estimated that more than
4,500 relief flights were conducted by general
aviation aircraft during the 30-day period fol-
lowing the earthquake. Business aircraft trans-
ported approximately 3,500 passengers and
delivered more than one million pounds of
cargo and supplies to the Haitian people. All
of this was accomplished through the gen-
erosity of individual pilots and aircraft owners.

General aviation aircraft were vital for get-
ting help to smaller communities that were im-
pacted in the Haitian countryside. Light planes
landed on shorter airstrips and distributed ur-
gently-needed supplies to medical profes-
sionals and people on the ground, bypassing
the congested Port-au-Prince airport.

General aviation aircraft and pilots assisted
in delivering supplies, including water purifi-
cation kits, tarps, medical supplies, blankets,
and towels. Medical staff and relief personnel
were also transported on these aircraft from
the United States to Haiti to conduct relief
work. Companies, business aviation and pri-
vate pilots, nongovernmental relief organiza-
tions, aviation groups, and others banded to-
gether in the earthquake’s aftermath to assist
in the Haiti relief effort.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting S. Con. Res. 61.

Mr. COHEN. I would like to ask that
all of our Members join in supporting
S. Con. Res. 61. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
McCoLLUM). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) that the House
suspend the rules and concur in the
concurrent resolution, S. Con. Res. 61.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

RECOGNIZING THE SIGNIFICANT
ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF AMERI-
CORPS

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 1338) recognizing
the significant accomplishments of
AmeriCorps and encouraging all citi-
zens to join in a national effort to raise
awareness about the importance of na-
tional and community service.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1338

Whereas, since its inception in 1994, the
AmeriCorps national service program has
proven to be a highly effective way to engage
Americans in meeting a wide range of local
and national needs and promoting the ethic
of service and volunteering;
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Whereas, each year, AmeriCorps provides
opportunities for 85,000 citizens across the
Nation to give back in an intensive way to
their communities;

Whereas those same individuals improve
the lives of the Nation’s most vulnerable
citizens, protect the environment, contribute
to public safety, respond to disasters, and
strengthen the educational system;

Whereas AmeriCorps members serve thou-
sands of nonprofit organizations, schools,
and faith-based and community organiza-
tions each year;

Whereas AmeriCorps members, after their
terms of service end, are more likely to re-
main engaged in their communities as volun-
teers, teachers, and nonprofit professionals;

Whereas, on April 21, 2009, President
Barack Obama signed the Edward M. Ken-
nedy Serve America Act, passed by bi-par-
tisan majorities in both the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate, which reauthor-
ized and will expand AmeriCorps programs;

Whereas national service programs have
engaged millions of Americans in results-
driven service in the Nation’s most vulner-
able communities, providing hope and help
to people facing economic and social needs;

Whereas, this year, as the economic down-
turn puts millions of Americans at risk, na-
tional service and volunteering are more im-
portant than ever; and

Whereas 2010’s AmeriCorps Week, observed
May 8 through May 15, provides the perfect
opportunity for AmeriCorps members, alum-
ni, grantees, program partners, and friends
to shine a spotlight on the work done by
members and to motivate more Americans to
serve their communities: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) encourages all citizens to join in a na-
tional effort to salute AmeriCorps members
and alumni and raise awareness about the
importance of national and community serv-
ice;

(2) acknowledges the significant accom-
plishments of the AmeriCorps members,
alumni, and community partners; and

(3) recognizes the important contributions
to the lives of our citizens by AmeriCorps
members.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Nevada (Ms. TITUS) and the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Nevada.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I re-
quest 5 legislative days during which
time Members may revise and extend
and insert extraneous material on H.
Res. 1338 into the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may require.

I rise today in full support of House
Resolution 1338, which recognizes the
substantial contributions of
AmeriCorps. Since 1994, AmeriCorps
programs have engaged over 570,000 in-
dividuals of all ages in national service
programs, totaling 705 million hours of
service to our Nation. AmeriCorps was
launched following the establishment
of the Corporation for National and
Community Service under the National
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and Community Service Trust Act. The
organization is composed of
AmeriCorps State and national pro-
grams: the National Civilian Commu-
nity Corps, or NCCC, and the Volun-
teers in Service to America, or VISTA
program. The initial class of 20,000 vol-
unteers helped establish and grow this
wonderful program of volunteer serv-
ice. AmeriCorps now involves 75,000 in-
dividuals each year to improve the
lives of the Nation’s most vulnerable
citizens, protect the environment, con-
tribute to public safety, respond to dis-
asters, and strengthen our educational
system.

AmeriCorps participants have tack-
led many timely and important issues,
including health care, gang violence,
drug abuse, environmental cleanup,
and homelessness. They have partnered
with thousands of organizations, in-
cluding Habitat for Humanity and the
Red Cross. AmeriCorps VISTA partici-
pants have been on the front lines in
the fight against poverty in America.
VISTA’s 6,500 participants provide as-
sistance each year to low-income com-
munities by helping businesses, ex-
panding access to technology, recruit-
ing literacy volunteers, strengthening
antipoverty groups, and creating sus-
tainable programs that help people rise
out of poverty.

National Civilian Community Corps
participants have led service projects
in areas of critical national need, in-
cluding disaster response, infrastruc-
ture improvement, environment and
energy conservation, and urban and
rural development. Corps volunteers
have responded to every nationally de-
clared disaster since 1994 as well as
helped communities prepare for the
next emergency.

Most importantly, AmeriCorps mem-
bers continue to serve their commu-
nity even after their terms of service.
In fact, many former workers continue
as volunteers, teachers, nonprofit pro-
fessionals, and government employees.

Madam Speaker, for those struggling
to make ends meet during this tough
economy, volunteers in the national
service are more important than ever.
The Edward M. Kennedy Serve America
Act signed in 2009 by President Obama
expands the AmeriCorps program to in-
corporate 250,000 volunteers each year,
and the strength of our Nation depends
on individuals who take action towards
building better communities.

This week is AmeriCorps Week, when
we recognize and thank the commit-
ment of these volunteers so that future
generations will continue to support
the ideal of national service. It’s im-
portant for us to highlight the impor-
tant work done by the organization and
to motivate others to become engaged
and to volunteer, whether through
AmeriCorps or other service opportuni-
ties throughout the country.

So I would ask that my colleagues
join me in full support of House Reso-
lution 1338 and to take a moment and
appreciate the contributions by our
many AmeriCorps participants. I want
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to thank Representative MATSUI for
bringing this resolution to the floor,
and I urge my colleagues to pass it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. EHLERS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise today in support of House Reso-
lution 1338, a resolution recognizing
AmeriCorps Week. This year marks the
fourth annual AmeriCorps Week, which
is May 8 to May 15. As a co-Chair of the
National Service Caucus, I am honored
to recognize the individuals who par-
ticipate in the AmeriCorps program
and dedicate their time and effort to
helping others in local communities.
Last year, President Obama signed the
latest reauthorization of the Corpora-
tion for National and Community Serv-
ice, the Serve America Act. This act
aims to ensure additional account-
ability to national service programs,
helps smaller organizations participate
in national service, and works to en-
sure America’s veterans can partici-
pate in service.

Americans have a long history of
service to each other and to their coun-
try, and AmeriCorps creates a web of
opportunities for Americans to serve. I
saw ample evidence of this just yester-
day when I participated in a ceremony
in Grand Rapids, Michigan, my home-
town. It was just striking to me what a
multiplier effect we have with the
AmeriCorps program. The room was
filled with volunteers, but not all of
them were AmeriCorps members.
AmeriCorps had energized a lot of dif-
ferent organizations and a lot of dif-
ferent volunteers to put in time during
the course of the past year, and many
of them received rewards because of
the quality of work they did. I was not
only happy to see that the Federal
Government had assisted in the forma-
tion of this group but also that we were
getting so much for so little Federal
money because the AmeriCorps people
working there who did receive some
Federal funds had, in fact, recruited a
large number of other people to work
with them, and so we accomplished a
great deal in my community with very,
very little Federal funding. I think
that serves as a model for the Nation.

Nationwide, AmeriCorps provides
85,000 opportunities annually to serve
communities from across the Nation
and gives Americans the opportunity
to offer their services in tutoring and
mentoring disadvantaged youth, fight-
ing illiteracy, building affordable hous-
ing, and assisting communities in
times of natural disaster. In fact, there
was a group of volunteers yesterday
who were supposed to receive a reward
for all their good work with Habitat for
Humanity, and they were not there to
receive it because they were putting up
another house. That’s an example of
how these efforts are multiplied
throughout the different communities.

A couple of examples of this ongoing
service include AmeriCorps members
assisting the American Red Cross in
managing shelters for residents who
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have evacuated their homes due to the
flooding brought on by the heavy rain
in Nashville, Tennessee, and partnering
with Second Harvest Food Bank in
greater New Orleans to assemble and
ship emergency food boxes bound for
the Louisiana coastal fishing commu-
nities whose livelihood is being im-
pacted by the recent oil spill.

I want to take this opportunity to
thank my colleagues Ms. MATSUI, Mr.
PLATTS, Mr. PRICE and others for intro-
ducing this resolution with me.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased at this time to yield 3 minutes
to the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. MATSUI), the sponsor of the resolu-
tion.

Ms. MATSUI. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding me time.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 1338, which
recognizes the significant accomplish-
ments of AmeriCorps volunteers and
helps raise awareness about the impor-
tance of national and community serv-
ice. I would like to thank the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee and espe-
cially Chairman MILLER for their sup-
port of this legislation and my fellow
co-chairs of the National Service Cau-
cus, Representatives EHLERS, PLATTS
and PRICE, for their partnership. As a
co-chair of the National Service Cau-
cus, it is a pleasure to call attention to
the tremendous work of those involved
in service at every level.

We are now in the midst of National
AmeriCorps Week which is celebrated
each year to honor the important work
that AmeriCorps volunteers provide to
our communities. At this time last
year, the President had just recently
signed the Senator Edward M. Kennedy
Serve America Act, with strong bipar-
tisan support in both the House and the
Senate; and we have seen since then a
tremendous increase in the number of
AmeriCorps applications and interest
in service as a whole.

The bill answered the call for Ameri-
cans of all generations to help get the
country through the recent economic
crisis by serving in their communities.
In times of strife, the American people
have always shown a spirit of service
and ingenuity, and investments in
service and volunteer programs help
prepare us to handle the unforeseen
crises.

In my hometown of Sacramento, the
AmeriCorps National Civilian Commu-
nity Corps, or as we say NCCC, pro-
vides important benefits to our region.
For example, Sacramento-based NCCC
members served thousands of hours to
help fight the fires that devastated the
lives and livelihoods of thousands of
Californians and, in doing so, helped
protect thousands more. AmeriCorps
NCCC members are disaster trained
and available for immediate deploy-
ment in the event of a natural disaster
anywhere within the United States.
Through programs such as AmeriCorps,
State and national Volunteers in Serv-
ice to America, or VISTA, and NCCC,
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servicemembers address critical needs
in our communities, and we should
continue to make national service
more accessible to the millions of
Americans who want to serve their
country by contributing to their com-
munity.

Madam Speaker, AmeriCorps Week
offers us an opportunity to honor the
important work of AmeriCorps volun-
teers in our own districts and across
the country. I urge my colleagues to
support this resolution and take this
opportunity to thank AmeriCorps vol-
unteers for their dedication to improv-
ing our Nation one neighborhood at a
time.

Mr. EHLERS. I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Ms. TITUS. Madam Speaker, I would
just reiterate the points that have been
made earlier but in a more brief fash-
ion to say that I hope our colleagues
will join in supporting this resolution
and to say thank you to the many vol-
unteers who are on the front lines help-
ing us during times of crisis, whether
it’s economic, physical disaster or so-
ciological change. We need their help,
and we appreciate it. This is a resolu-
tion to do that. So I thank the spon-
sors. I thank the chairman of the Serv-
ice Caucus and urge your support.

Mr. LOEBSACK. Madam Speaker, | rise
today to honor the fourth annual Americorps
Week.

| am fortunate to come from lowa where a
sense of community is the norm. In 2008, we
were hit by the worst disaster in the state’s
history. The flooding destroyed homes and
businesses, but lowans pitched in to help their
neighbors, and volunteers from across the na-
tion came to assist our communities.

Americorps members came to Cedar Rapids
and other flood-affected areas immediately
after the disaster hit, helping to meet people’s
basic needs in the aftermath of the emer-
gency.

Americorps volunteers continue to work in
the area rebuilding homes, coordinating volun-
teer efforts, and revitalizing local community
organizations. To date, about 1,700
Americorps members have volunteered to help
with the flood recovery effort.

lowans owe a debt of gratitude to
Americorps, VISTA, and NCCC members who
have worked so hard for our communities, so
| am pleased to have the opportunity to thank
them today.

Ms. TITUS. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Nevada (Ms.
TIrTUS) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1338.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
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Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

——
0O 1215
RECOGNIZING NATIONAL NURSES
WEEK

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 1261) recog-

nizing National Nurses Week, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:
H. RES. 1261

Whereas since 1990, National Nurses Week
is celebrated annually from May 6, also
known as National Recognition Day for
Nurses, through May 12, the birthday of
Florence Nightingale, the founder of modern
nursing;

Whereas National Nurses Week is a time of
year to reflect on the important contribu-
tions that nurses make to provide safe, high-
quality health care;

Whereas nurses are known to be patient
advocates, acting to protect the lives of
those under their care;

Whereas nurses represent the largest single
component of the health care profession with
3,100,000 jobs;

Whereas the work of nurses encompasses a
wide scope of scientific inquiry including
clinical research, health systems and out-
comes research, and nursing education re-
search;

Whereas nurses help inform and educate
the public and Congress to improve the re-
cruitment, education, retention, and the
practice of all nurses and, more importantly,
the health and safety of the patients they
care for;

Whereas the American Association of Col-
leges of Nursing (AACN) released final sur-
vey data showing that enrollments in entry-
level baccalaureate programs in nursing rose
by 3.6 percent in 2009, and though this marks
the ninth consecutive year of enrollment
growth, the annual increase in student ca-
pacity in 4-year nursing programs has de-
clined sharply since 2003 when enrollment
was up by 16.6 percent;

Whereas United States nursing programs
were forced to reject almost 119,000 qualified
applications to nursing programs according
to the National League for Nursing’s most
recent survey of all prelicensure nursing pro-
grams;

Whereas according to the Bureau of Labor
Statistics, employment of registered nurses
is expected to grow by 22 percent from 2008
to 2018, much faster than the average for all
occupations;

Whereas according to new survey data by
the AACN, enrollment in doctoral nursing
programs increased by more than 20 percent
this year, signaling strong interest among
students in careers as nursing scientists, fac-
ulty, primary care providers, and specialists;

Whereas according to the AACN, expanding
capacity in baccalaureate and graduate pro-
grams 1is critical to sustaining a healthy
nursing workforce and providing patients
with the best care possible;

Whereas nursing colleges and universities
across the country are struggling to meet
the rising demand for nurses; and

Whereas increased support is needed to en-
hance efforts to educate nursing students at
all levels, to increase the number of faculty
members to educate nursing students, and to
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create educational opportunities to retain
nurses in the profession: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Nurses Week, as founded by the Amer-
ican Nurses Association; and

(2) acknowledges the importance of quality
higher education in nursing, including bacca-
laureate and graduate programs and pro-
grams that help expand the supply of nursing
program faculty, to meet the needs of one of
the Nation’s fastest growing labor fields.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I re-
quest b legislative days in which Mem-
bers may revise and extend their re-
marks and insert extraneous material
on H. Res. 1261 into the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise today in support of H. Res. 1261,
which recognizes National Nurses Week
and the significant contributions that
nurses make to our Nation’s health
care system. National Nurses Week
also stresses the importance of quality
higher education in nursing to meet
the needs of one of the fastest growing
professions.

National Nurses Week began on May
6, a day also known as National Rec-
ognition Day for Nurses. Today marks
the end of the week of recognition as
we celebrate the birthday of Florence
Nightingale, the founder of modern
nursing.

All across the Nation, communities
have spent this week recognizing our
Nation’s 3.1 million nurses for their he-
roic acts, years of service to the com-
munity, and commitment to the nurs-
ing profession. Today’s health care sys-
tem requires nurses to be present at
every stage of patient care, including
partnering with physicians, phar-
macists and other health care profes-
sionals to direct and manage patient
needs. We thank them for their hard
work and dedication.

The number of nurses in the United
States is expected to grow rapidly in
the near future. The Bureau of Labor
Statistics anticipates that the employ-
ment of registered nurses will grow by
22 percent from 2008 to 2018. The growth
in nursing job openings, along with an
increasing number of nurses retiring or
leaving the profession, is likely to lead
to a continued demand for nursing pro-
fessionals. In fact, it is estimated that
there could be a shortage of more than
1 million nurses by the end of this dec-
ade.

Madam Speaker, while we honor
America’s nurses, we know we must do
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more to expand and sustain the profes-
sion. According to the National League
for Nursing’s most recent survey of all
prelicensure nursing programs, thou-
sands of qualified applicants have been
rejected from nursing programs nation-
wide in the last few years. According to
the League, the lack of capacity in
nursing programs is due in part to a
continuing shortage of nursing edu-
cators. It is vital that we support ef-
forts to enhance existing education
programs at both the baccalaureate
and graduate level.

Madam Speaker, once again I express
my support for National Nurses Week
and the focus on the contributions of
our Nation’s many nurses to our health
care system. We honor the excellent
work done by nurses and encourage
them to continue making a difference
each and every day.

I thank the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) for intro-
ducing this resolution, and I urge my
colleagues to support this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of House Resolution
1261, recognizing National Nurses
Week. The gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) explained in
some detail the history of this week
and the importance of nurses to our
communities, to our States, and to our
Nation. I strongly endorse and identify
myself with her remarks.

I want to just take a personal mo-
ment. This is an especially important
week in my house and my life. My wife,
Vicky, has spent her entire adult life
as a nurse, as a registered nurse. She
did a career in the Army as an Army
nurse and worked for years in emer-
gency rooms and trauma centers lit-
erally around the country as I was
transferred from duty station to duty
station. And so I feel the importance
that comes with this very noble and
important profession.

I know the care and compassion that
comes with this profession, the life-
saving skills and the dedication. In my
family, literally in Vicky’s family, the
nursing profession has long been part
of that family. Her mother was a nurse.
I have a niece, her niece is serving as
an Army nurse. I have a sister-in-law
who spent her adult life as a nurse.
This is a profession that is, indeed, life-
saving and so important to our fami-
lies.

I want to extend my grateful con-
gratulations to all those nurses, men
and women, who have dedicated their
lives to serving those in need here and
around the world. I ask that my col-
leagues support this resolution.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
am pleased to recognize for such time
as she may consume the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON), the author of H. Res. 1261.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I thank Ms.
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WOOLSEY for yielding me this time. It
is a privilege to offer this resolution
celebrating this resolution recognizing
National Nurses Week, which ends
today.

Nurses have been called the patient’s
first advocate, but their work also en-
compasses a wide scope of scientific in-
quiry, including clinical research,
health systems research, and nursing
education research.

Every day, nurses make a commit-
ment to providing quality patient care,
growing and adapting to the new chal-
lenges that our changing health care
system requires.

I began my career as a registered pro-
fessional nurse where I provided hands-
on patient care for 15 years as a psy-
chiatric nurse at the Veterans Admin-
istration Hospital in Dallas, Texas.
This is why I remain a strong nursing
ally today, advocating on behalf of the
nursing profession to ensure that they
have the means necessary to perform
their jobs safely, with the best re-
sources possible.

I would like to thank my fellow col-
leagues, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. CAPPS) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY), who are also nurses and cham-
pions of this resolution and the nursing
profession. The Congressional Nursing
Caucus was also helpful in promoting
this legislation, and I appreciate all of
the efforts to generate support for the
resolution.

Nurses are a key component to our
Nation’s health care system and will
become even more vital with the full
implementation of health care reform.
Nurses work in emergency rooms,
school-based clinics, community health
centers, skilled nursing facilities, hos-
pitals, physician offices, and on the
battlefield. Their roles take many
shapes from staff nurse to nurse educa-
tor, all while remaining committed to
patient safety and working to influence
the broader health care policy for the
benefit of the greater good. Nurses are
extremely dedicated individuals who
must be intelligent and detail oriented,
ready to act at the spur of the moment.
A caring and compassionate heart is
required for the tough work that
nurses perform, usually under duress.

As important as the nursing industry is, we
still face a nursing shortage. Enroliment rose
in 2009 for entry-level B.A. programs, but the
annual increase in student capacity in 4-year
nursing programs has declined sharply since
20083.

It is imperative that we expand capacity in
B.A. and graduate programs to sustain a
healthy nursing workforce and provide patients
with the best care possible.

As we try to meet the demands of the nurs-
ing profession, we must also tackle the chal-
lenges related to the impact of faculty short-
ages on educational capacity.

Increased Federal and State support is
needed to enhance existing programs and cre-
ate new programs to educate nursing students
at all levels, to increase the number of faculty
members to educate nursing students, and to
retain nurses in the profession.
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Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam
Speaker, I don’t have any other speak-
ers at this time, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
am Dpleased to recognize the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. CAPPS),
who is also a nurse, for such time as
she may consume.

Mrs. CAPPS. Madam Speaker, I rise
in support of H. Res. 1261, recognizing
National Nurses Week, and I thank the
leadership in the Congress for bringing
this bill to the floor and acknowledge
the close personal ties that many of us
have with nurses.

I am very honored and pleased to be
cosponsoring this resolution with my
House colleagues and fellow nurses, Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON and also CARO-
LYN MCCARTHY.

The recent debate in Congress on
health care reform and the passage of
the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act have provided us an oppor-
tunity to highlight the importance of
nurses to our health care system.
Nurses are the backbone of health care
delivery, and I know that because occa-
sionally I will be approached by a col-
league who wants to tell me about a re-
cent medical event in their life, some
situation, procedure, or surgery or
some hospital stay. And inevitably it
isn’t the kind of doctor care they had;
it is the nurses that they want to tell
me about, especially the outstanding
ones who made all of the difference in
their recovery. I know because it is
nurses who spend countless hours at
patient bedsides. It is nurses who are in
all walks of life, educating their com-
munities about public health, and that
is what I did for most of my career as
a nurse, caring for the children and
their families in our public school sys-
tem in my community.

Nurses are also case managers. They
are health system administrators.
They are educators. They are members
of the military. They are primary pro-
viders, and this list goes on and on. So
I am proud to see our House of Rep-
resentatives recognizing the immeas-
urable contributions that nurses make
to the daily health and well-being of all
Americans.

Madam Speaker, I know as individ-
uals we each recognize the important
roles nurses play. Of course, too often
this recognition and appreciation
doesn’t come until after we have had
our own adverse health experiences, as
I have been relating to you. As I said,
many of my colleagues come up to me
after a hospitalization or that of a fam-
ily member, and again they say, Wow,
if it hadn’t been for the care of the
nurses.

Today, we have an opportunity to
collectively thank and show apprecia-
tion to the nurses in our lives and all
of the nurses that serve our country
every day in the armed services and in
our communities, the nurses who are
our constituents and our family mem-
bers and our friends, and to renew our
commitment to supporting the profes-
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sion by providing greater opportunities
for scholarship and loan repayment,
just as we did in our newly enacted
health reform law. We have a shortage
of nurses and other health providers,
and we want to do what we can to in-
crease their numbers so that better pa-
tient care can be delivered.

We need to also increase funding for
existing programs to improve the
training and recruitment of our next
generation of nurses. I urge all of my
colleagues to support this resolution. I
am pleased to be standing on the floor
in its favor.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Speaker, it is fit-
ting that today, May 12, we are on the floor to
honor our nation’s nurses on the 20th anniver-
sary of National Nurses Week. Why is May
12th significant? Because it is the birthday of
Florence Nightingale, the founder of modern
nursing.

As co-chair of the House Nursing Caucus, |
am a proud supporter of H. Res. 1261, which
was introduced by my colleague, Rep. EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON.

More than three million jobs in this country
are held by nurses, and they represent the
largest single component of the health care
profession. Nurses are the rock stars of the
medical profession, and often are patients’
greatest advocates. They do not get the rec-
ognition they deserve.

They work tirelessly, and often are the
greatest source of comfort and compassion for
the sick. They are American heroes with huge
hearts and sensible shoes. Nurses have prob-
ably done more to popularize CROCS clogs
than any other single profession. Whoever
runs CROCS should give the nursing profes-
sion a high five for helping make their foot-
wear a staple from coast to coast.

If you know a nurse, or have received kind
and professional care from a nurse, take a
moment to thank them. Today, which marks
the close of National Nurses Week, is a per-
fect time to do it. Our nation’s nurses deserve
our praise, thanks and support, and | am
proud to be here today to honor them.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H. Res. 1261, a resolution to
recognize National Nurses Week and acknowl-
edge the importance of quality nurse edu-
cation programs.

The crucial role of nurses in our health care
system cannot be overstated. Across the
country, dedicated nurses work tirelessly to
ensure that their patients receive quality care.
In addition to their countless clinical respon-
sibilities, nurses are a source of medical
knowledge and compassion for families and
patients when they are going through difficult
times.

Sadly, many talented nurses are forced from
their profession because of injuries sustained
while on the job. Every year, thousands of
nurses and health care workers sustain back
and neck injuries while lifting or transferring
patients. Not only are these injuries very ex-
pensive for hospitals and providers because of
costs that are associated with workers’ com-
pensation, retraining and replacement, but
they are also often devastating to the personal
and professional lives of nurses. Fortunately,
the musculoskeletal injuries in facilities that
use assistive patient handling have signifi-
cantly decreased. That is why | have intro-
duced H.R. 2381, the “Nurse and Health Care
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Worker Protection Act of 2009.” This legisla-
tion would require the Secretary of Labor to
promulgate a rule creating a standard for safe
patient handling to prevent more nurses from
being injured while assisting patients. Addition-
ally, health facilities would be required to pur-
chase an adequate number of mechanical lift-
ing devices. Senator FRANKEN has introduced
the companion bill, and just yesterday the
Senate Subcommittee on Employment and
Workplace Safety held a hearing on this crit-
ical issue.

| commend my friend Representative EDDIE
BERNICE JOHNSON for introducing H. Res.
1261 which honors the necessary and valu-
able work that nurses do every day. | encour-
age my colleagues to support this resolution.

Mr. DEUTCH. Madam Speaker, as the old
saying goes, “Save one life, you're a hero.
Save 10,000, you're a nurse.”

| rise today on the birthday of Florence
Nightingale to honor America’s nearly 3.1 mil-
lion registered nurses as they celebrate this
year’s National Nurses Week themed “Nurses:
Caring Today for a Healthier Tomorrow.”
Nursing is a profession that welcomes dedi-
cated people with a variety of interests,
strengths, and passions attracted by the nu-
merous opportunities that the profession of-
fers. Their dedication to improving the health
of our Nation is unmatched, and with the re-
cent passage of health reform, America’s de-
mand for nurses is greater than ever as we re-
cruit more nurses to ensure patients’ access
to high-quality, affordable care, now and in the
future.

America’s nurses are especially important to
our rural and underserved areas as they are
the most cost-effective and often the only pre-
ventive and primary health care providers
available. Our registered nurses are there for
patients during times of disaster and crisis,
and they serve us well in our schools and at
our offices. They devote their lives to improv-
ing the quality of life of others and frequently
adapt to meet the public’s growing needs. The
indispensible contributions of our nurses to our
health care system are far too often over-
looked.

| urge my colleagues to join with me in
thanking America’s nurses for their role in en-
suring the health and well-being of our Nation.
Nurses are experts in addressing patient
needs. They make a difference every day in
all of our lives. When you see a nurse today,
thank them for their exceptional work because
our caring nurses are ensuring a healthier to-
morrow.

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam
Speaker, I have no other speakers and
I encourage my colleagues to support
H. Res. 1261, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to support H. Res.
1261, recognizing National Nurses Week
and recognizing the significant con-
tributions that nurses make to our Na-
tion’s health care system.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WOOLSEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1261, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
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rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion, as amended, was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
OFFICER DANIEL FAULKNER CHIL-
DREN OF FALLEN HEROES

SCHOLARSHIP ACT

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 959) to increase Federal Pell
Grants for the children of fallen public
safety officers, and for other purposes,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 959
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Officer Dan-
iel Faulkner Children of Fallen Heroes
Scholarship Act of 2010,

SEC. 2. CALCULATION OF ELIGIBILITY.

Section 473(b) of the Higher Education Act
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087mm(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by inserting ‘‘(in the case of a student
who meets the requirement of subparagraph
(B)({)), or academic year 2011-2012 (in the
case of a student who meets the requirement
of subparagraph (B)(ii)),” after ‘‘academic
year 2009-2010"’; and

(B) by amending subparagraph (B) to read
as follows:

“(B) whose parent or guardian was—

‘(i) a member of the Armed Forces of the
United States and died as a result of per-
forming military service in Iraq or Afghani-
stan after September 11, 2001; or

‘‘(ii) was actively serving as a public safety
officer and died in the line of duty while per-
forming as a public safety officer; and’’;

(2) in paragraph (3)—

(A) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding’’ and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(A) ARMED FORCES.—Notwithstanding’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)”’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subparagraphs (A), (B)(i), and (C) of
paragraph (2)’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B) PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICERS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, unless
the Secretary establishes an alternate meth-
od to adjust the expected family contribu-
tion, for each student who meets the require-
ments of subparagraphs (A), (B)(ii), and (C)
of paragraph (2), a financial aid adminis-
trator shall—

‘(i) verify with the student that the stu-
dent is eligible for the adjustment;

‘‘(ii) adjust the expected family contribu-
tion in accordance with this subsection; and

‘“(iii) notify the Secretary of the adjust-
ment and the student’s eligibility for the ad-
justment.”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘(4) TREATMENT OF PELL AMOUNT.—Not-
withstanding section 1212 of the Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968,
in the case of a student who receives an in-
creased Federal Pell Grant amount under
this section, the total amount of such Fed-
eral Pell Grant, including the increase under
this subsection, shall not be considered in
calculating that student’s educational as-
sistance benefits under the Public Safety Of-
ficer’s Benefits program.

‘“(5) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section—

“‘(A) the term ‘public safety officer’ means
an individual serving a public agency in an
official capacity, with or without compensa-
tion, as a law enforcement officer, as a fire-
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fighter, or as a member of a rescue squad or
ambulance crew;

‘(B) the term ‘law enforcement officer’
means an individual who—

‘(i) is authorized by law to engage in or su-
pervise the prevention, detection, investiga-
tion, or prosecution of, or the incarceration
of any person for, any violation of law; and

‘“(i1) has statutory powers of arrest or ap-
prehension;

‘“(C) the term ‘firefighter’ means an indi-
vidual who is trained in the suppression of
fire or hazardous-materials response and has
the legal authority to engage in these duties;

‘(D) the term ‘member of a rescue squad or
ambulance crew’ means an individual who is
an officially recognized or designated public
employee member of a rescue squad or ambu-
lance crew; and

‘(E) the term ‘public agency’ means the
United States, any State of the United
States, the District of Columbia, the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Is-
lands of the United States, Guam, American
Samoa, the Trust Territory of the Pacific Is-
lands, the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands, any territory or possession
of the United States, or any unit of local
government, department, agency, or instru-
mentality of any of the foregoing, and the
Amtrak Police and Federal Reserve Police
departments.”’.

SEC. 3. CALCULATION OF PELL GRANT AMOUNT.

Section 401(b)(2) of the Higher Education
Act of 1965, as amended by the SAFRA Act
(Public Law 111-152), is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘“The Amount”’
and inserting ‘‘Subject to subparagraph (C),
the amount’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(C) In the case of a student who meet the
requirements of subparagraphs (A), (B)(i),
and (C) of section 473(b)(2)—

‘(i) clause (ii) of subparagraph (A) of this
paragraph shall be applied by substituting
‘from the amounts appropriated in the last
enacted appropriation Act applicable to that
award year, an amount equal to the amount
of the increase calculated under paragraph
(8)(B) for that year’ for ‘the amount of the
increase calculated under paragraph (8)(B)
for that year’; and

“‘(ii) such student—

‘“(I) shall be provided an amount under
clause (i) of this subparagraph only to the
extent that funds are specifically provided in
advance in an appropriation Act to such stu-
dents for that award year; and

‘“(IT) shall not be eligible for the amounts
made available pursuant to clauses (1)
through (iii) of paragraph (8)(A).”.

SEC. 4. BUDGETARY EFFECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘“‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

SEC. 5. EFFECTIVE DATE.

This Act, and the amendments made by

this Act, shall take effect on July 1, 2011.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.
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Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I re-
quest b legislative days during which
Members may revise and extend and in-
sert extraneous material on H.R. 959
into the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in full
support of H.R. 959, which offers finan-
cial assistance for higher education to
the children of police officers, fire-
fighters, and other first responders who
made the ultimate sacrifice in the line
of duty.

Madam Speaker, it is an American
responsibility to look after the chil-
dren of our fallen heroes. A small but
important gesture to fulfilling this
commitment is to make a college edu-
cation possible for the children who
have lost a parent in the line of duty.
These mothers and fathers have given
their lives so that we might be safe. We
should do all that we can to help their
sons and daughters be successful.

We know that the loss of a parent
can make it difficult for families to
make ends meet, let alone send their
kids to college. Making their children
eligible for the maximum Pell Grant is
the way to thank the officers for their
sacrifice and to give their children an
education which they might not other-
wise be able to afford.

Under this bill, a child of a fallen po-
lice officer, firefighter, or other first
responder who is eligible for a Pell
Grant would become automatically eli-
gible for the maximum Pell award.
This legislation would waive the in-
come eligibility requirements in such
cases.

With passage of the 2008 Higher Edu-
cation Opportunity Act, we expanded
Pell Grants to survivors of soldiers
killed in Iraq and Afghanistan in a
similar manner. As a result, these chil-
dren will be eligible for more than
$20,000 in grants for college over 4
years.

Whether it’s a sacrifice made on a
distant battlefield or protecting our
citizens here at home, it’s time we ex-
tended this benefit to all of the chil-
dren of our fallen heroes. Our fallen he-
roes deserve our thanks and they de-
serve our respect, and we can honor
them by supporting their children as
they seek out a higher education.

I ask that my colleagues join me in
full support of H.R. 959, and to take a
moment to appreciate the daily sac-
rifices made by America’s police offi-
cers, firefighters, and first responders.

I want to thank Representative MUR-
PHY for bringing this resolution to the
floor, and I urge my colleagues to pass
this resolution.

I also want to thank Chairman CON-
YERS of the Judiciary Committee for
working with the Education and Labor
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Committee on allowing this bill to
move expeditiously to the floor.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, May 10, 2010.

Hon. GEORGE MILLER,

Chairman, Committee on Education and Labor,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN MILLER: In recognition of
the desire to expedite consideration of H.R.
959, the Officer Daniel Faulkner Children of
Fallen Heroes Scholarship Act of 2010, the
Committee on the Judiciary agrees to waive
formal consideration of the bill as to provi-
sions that fall within its rule X jurisdiction.

The Committee takes this action with our
mutual understanding that by foregoing con-
sideration of H.R. 959 at this time, it does
not waive any jurisdiction over subject mat-
ter contained in this or similar legislation,
and that our Committee will be appro-
priately consulted and involved as the bill or
similar legislation moves forward, so that we
may address any remaining issues in our ju-
risdiction. The Committee also reserves the
right to seek appointment of an appropriate
number of conferees to any House-Senate
conference involving this or similar legisla-
tion, and requests your support for any such
request.

I would appreciate your including this let-
ter in the Congressional Record during con-
sideration of the bill on the House floor.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter, and for the cooperative working rela-
tionship between our two committees.

Sincerely,
JOHN CONYERS, Jr.,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR,
Washington, DC, May 10, 2010.

Hon. JOHN CONYERS,

Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, Ray-
burn House Office Building, House of Rep-
resentatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN CONYERS: Thank you for
your May 10, 2010, letter regarding H.R. 959,
Officer Daniel Faulkner Children of Fallen
Heroes Scholarship Act of 2010. Your support
for this legislation and your assistance in en-
suring its timely consideration are greatly
appreciated.

I agree that provisions in the bill are with-
in the jurisdiction of the Committee on the
Judiciary. I acknowledge that by waiving
rights to further consideration at this time
of H.R. 959, your Committee is not relin-
quishing its jurisdiction and I will fully sup-
port your request to be represented in a
House-Senate conference on those provisions
over which the Committee on the Judiciary
has jurisdiction in H.R. 959, or similar legis-
lation. A copy of our letters will be placed in
the Congressional Record during consider-
ation of the bill on the House floor.

I value your cooperation and look forward
to working with you as we move ahead with
this important legislation.

Sincerely,
GEORGE MILLER,
Chairman.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 959, the Officer Daniel
Faulkner Children of Fallen Heroes
Scholarship Act of 2010. I'm sure we’re
going to hear from my colleague from
Pennsylvania (Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY)
something about Officer Daniel Faulk-
ner.
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He represents a profession where the
men and women serving put their lives
on the line every day. And H.R. 959
honors this ultimate sacrifice that fall-
en heroic police officers and fire-
fighters make by providing their chil-
dren with a helping hand that they
cannot be there to provide in fur-
thering their education.

Children of fallen Active Duty serv-
ice men and women are already af-
forded this same assistance. This act
ensures police officers and firefighters
are honored in the same manner as our
brave soldiers, sailors, airmen, and Ma-
rines for giving their lives to protect
our safety.

Every year hundreds of police offi-
cers, firefighters, and other public safe-
ty officers die in the line of duty. Their
jobs are inherently dangerous, and
they accept this risk to protect Amer-
ica’s citizens. It is important that we
recognize their sacrifice and honor
their lives. The Officer Daniel Faulk-
ner Children of Fallen Heroes Scholar-
ship Act provides a fiscally responsible
way to convey our gratitude and re-
spect for those who sacrifice their lives
to protect us.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
am pleased to recognize the author of
H.R. 959, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, Congressman PATRICK MURPHY,
for as much time as he may consume.

Mr. PATRICK J. MURPHY of Penn-
sylvania. Madam Speaker, I thank the
gentlelady from California, and also
the gentleman from Minnesota, Con-
gressman KLINE, my Republican col-
league, thank you so much for your
service to our country in the Marine
Corps and for supporting this bill. I do
appreciate it.

Madam Speaker, I would also like to
thank my colleague from across the
aisle, Republican TobpD PLATTS from
Pennsylvania. He has been my battle
buddy and my partner on this bipar-
tisan bill. But his steadfast commit-
ment to our Nation’s first responders is
second to none. We’ve worked on this
bill together for 3 years now and today,
finally, it will come to fruition, and
it’s been an honor to partner with him.

Madam Speaker, you know that this
is National Police Week and Saturday
is National Peace Officers Memorial
Day. During these times of recognition
and reflection, it’s critical that we
pause and thank those who bravely and
selflessly protect us and our families.

But unfortunately, Madam Speaker,
far too often we never get the chance
to truly express our deep appreciation
because too often a police officer, a
firefighter, an EMS professional is
taken from us too soon.

Last year, in 2009 alone, 126 law en-
forcement officers and 90 firefighters
were Killed in the line of duty. They
and their families gave the ultimate
sacrifice. These heroes sacrificed their
lives for the most noble of causes, serv-
ing their community and their coun-
try.
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And Madam Speaker, as so many of
us remember, such was a tragedy 29
years ago when Officer Daniel Faulk-
ner was murdered in Philadelphia dur-
ing a routine traffic stop in Center
City.

Officer Faulkner served in the Army
prior to joining the Philadelphia Police
Department. At the time of his death,
just a few weeks before his 26th birth-
day, Danny was working toward his
bachelor’s degree in criminal justice at
night, hoping to eventually work in the
district attorney’s office as a pros-
ecutor. But because of the actions of a
cold-blooded killer, he never got that
chance.

Madam Speaker, it was his example
of service, of valor and dedication that
inspired me to introduce the Officer
Daniel Faulkner Children of Fallen He-
roes Scholarship Act. Under our legis-
lation, if a child of one of these fallen
heroes is eligible for any amount of
Pell Grant money, they will become
automatically eligible for the max-
imum grant available. In 2010, this
means $5,5650 to help pay for college and
nearly $6,000 by 2017.

This bill is in honor of Officer Faulk-
ner and the thousands of other heroes,
including 11 officers, 21 firefighters,
and two EMS workers who have lost
their lives in Bucks County, Pennsyl-
vania. This bill is for Middletown Po-
lice Officer Christopher Jones, killed in
2009; for paramedic Daniel McIntosh,
killed just a few months ago in March
2010; and for countless others who have
made the ultimate sacrifice. I'd like to
submit for the RECORD the list of
names of Bucks County police officers,
firefighters, and EMS workers who did
give the ultimate sacrifice. They are
our community’s heroes.

BUCKS COUNTY FIRST RESPONDERS KILLED IN
THE LINE OF DUTY

Following is the list of Bucks County’s
fallen Police, Firefighters, and Paramedics
killed over the past century:

POLICE

Sheriff Abraham L. Kulp

Shot to death on Feb. 24th, 1927 while try-
ing to serve a warrant in Bedminster Town-
ship.

Chief Eli Myers

Chief of Police Myers was directing traffic
at the scene of a brush fire when he was
struck from behind by a vehicle he had
waved through the intersection. Chief Myers
was transported to a nearby hospital where
he died a short time later. Dublin Borough,
died Oct. 31, 1965. Struck on foot by vehicle.
Aged 50 years, Chief Myers served 10 years.

Sgt. George Stuckey

Detective Sergeant Stuckey was shot and
killed during a traffic stop. The suspects
were speeding when Sergeant Stuckey pulled
them over in front of the Bristol Twp Police
Department. Unbeknownst to Sergeant
Stuckey, the suspects had just robbed a
bank. Bristol Township, died March 29, 1972.
Aged 33 years, Sergeant Stuckey served 7
years.

Officer James Armstrong

Officer Armstrong was overpowered by a
robbery suspect. The suspect gained control
of Officer Armstrong’s service weapon and
shot him with his own gun. Officer Arm-
strong’s K-9 dog was also killed by the sus-
pect. The suspect received a life sentence.
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Officer Armstrong died Apr. 15, 1975. He was
aged 27 years and had served 4.

Officer Robert Yezzi

Officer Yezzi was struck by a passing vehi-
cle while struggling with suspect. Bensalem
Township, died Aug. 12th, 1980. Aged 29 years,
Officer Yezzi served 5 years.

Deputy Sheriffs Thomas Bateman and
George Warta

Deputy Bateman and Deputy George Warta
were killed when their patrol car was struck
head on by a tractor trailer on Sept. 22, 1986.
Deputy Bateman was aged 31 years, and
served 9 and Deputy Warta was aged 47 years
and served 7 years.

Ranger Stanley Flynn

On September 22nd, 1986, Deputy Bateman
was returning to his patrol area after leaving
a prisoner at the jail. He and Deputy George
Warta were involved in a traffic accident on
Street Road in Warrington Township. Their
vehicle went out of control and they were
struck head on by a vehicle traveling in the
opposite direction.

Officer Joseph E. Hanusey

Officer Hanusey was Kkilled in an auto-
mobile accident while responding to assist
another officer. The officer requesting back
up had initiated a DUI traffic stop and was
not responding to the Bucks County Dis-
patch Officer’s calls. While en route, in
heavy rain, Patrolman Hanusey’s patrol car
left the roadway and struck some trees at
US Route 611 and Haring Road in Plumville,
Pennsylvania. Officer Hanusey died May
18th, 2002. He was aged 30 years, and had
served 5.5 years.

Officer Brian Gregg

Newtown Police Officer Gregg was killed
on September 29, 2005 in an emergency room
massacre at St. Mary Medical Center in Mid-
dletown Township.

Officer Chris Jones

Detective Chris Jones was struck and
killed by a drunk driver while conducting a
traffic stop on Route 1, near the I-95 inter-
change. As he was returning to his patrol
car, two cars collided and careened into his
vehicle, which then struck him. He was
transported to a local hospital where he suc-
cumbed to his injuries a short time later.
The driver who struck Detective Jones was
charged with homicide by vehicle and sev-
eral other charges. Detective Jones had
served with the Middletown Township Police
Department for 10 years and was post-
humously promoted to the rank of Detective.
He is survived by his wife and three children.
Officer Jones died Jan. 29th, 2009. He was
aged 37 years, and served 10 years.

FIRE

Walter L. Moore, Foreman:

Bristol Fire Company No. 1, Station 51

On April 21st 1915, Foreman Moore was
killed in the line of duty while his apparatus
he was riding in was struck by a train while
responding to house boat fires.

Willis Sames, Fireman:

Perkasie Fire Company, Station 26

On April 1st 1926, firefighter Sames was
killed in the line of duty when his apparatus
he was in crashed while going to a drill in
Quakertown.

Jacob C. Crouthamel, Fireman:

Perkasie Fire Company, Station 26

On April 1st 1926, firefighter Crouthamel
was Kkilled in the line of duty when his appa-
ratus he was in crashed while going to a drill
in Quakertown.

James F. Hurley, Fireman:

Yardley-Makefield Fire Company,
tion 0

In April 1949, firefighter Hurley was killed
in the line of duty on box 0-1, when he was
crushed between the ladder truck and the
fire station bay door.

William Bell, Fire Police Captain:

Sta-
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Warrington Fire Company, Station 29

On January 19th, 1964, fire police captain
Bell was killed in the line of duty while di-
recting traffic at an accident scene.

David S. Rubright, Assistant Chief:

Levittown Fire Company No. 1, Station 32

On November 15th, 1969, Assistant Chief
Rubright was killed in the line of duty with
a heart attack shortly after performing
search and rescue on box 324, 16 Narcissus
Lane.

Walter D. Miller, Fireman:

Croydon Fire Company, Station 11

On September 28th, 1970, Firefighter Miller
was Killed in the line of duty while operating
on box 11-34, falling from the apparatus at
State Road and Cedar Avenue.

Rudolph W. Bisler, Fireman:

Feasterville Fire Company, Station 1

On April 8th, 1971, firefighter Bisler died in
the line of duty after a suffering a heart at-
tack while driving an engine to a fire at the
Phoenix Swim Club in Lower Southampton
Twp.

Robert Roberts, Fireman:

Hartsville Fire Company Station 93

Watson Eyre Wright Jr., Fireman:

Warwick Fire Company Station 66

On Dec. 7th, 1974, died in the line of duty of
a heart attack after returning from a dwell-
ing fire.

Henry Costello, Fire Police Captain:

Line Lexington Fire Company, Station 60

On October 21st, 1975, fire police captain
Costello died in the line of duty on box 60-01,
the Hillside Inn 1903 Bethlehem Pike.

Wesley Evans, Fireman:

Bristol Consolidated Fire Company,
tion 50

On December 12th, 1975, firefighter Evans
died in the line of duty of a heart attack
while operating on box 53-35, 332 Cleveland
Street.

Geary Von Hoffman, Fireman:

Falls Township Fire Company No. 1, Sta-
tion 30

On April 26th, 1976, firefighter Hoffman was
killed in the line of duty while operating on
box 30-41 when a flashover occurred at the
St. George’s Diner on Lincoln Highway.

John S. Buranich III, Fireman:

Edgely Fire Company, Station 10

On November 10th, 1976, firefighter
Buranich died in the line of duty from inju-
ries which occurred on July 23, 1976, while re-
sponding on box 10-36.

Julian R. Bley, Sr., Assistant Chief:

Bristol Fire Company No. 1, Station 51

On June 8th, 1984, Assistant Chief Bley was
killed in the line of duty when he was elec-
trocuted on box 53-16 at the Purex Corp, Rad-
cliffe Street.

Thomas J. Gibson, Fireman:

Union Fire Company, Station 37

On March 6th, 1985 firefighter Gibson was
killed in the line of duty when he fell from
an aerial ladder while operating on box 11-33.

Stanley R. Konefal, Fire Chief:

Cornwells Fire Company No. 1, Station 16

On November 15th, 1986, Chief Konefal died
in the line of duty when he was overcome by
fumes while operating on box 16-4, 1154 Ten-
nis Avenue.

Milton E. Majors, Fire Police Captain:

Union Fire Company, Station 37

Tom Graver, Fire Police Captain:

Feasterville Fire Company, Station 1

On February 19th, 1974, Fire Police Captain
Graver was Killed in the line of duty while
directing traffic at Street Road and Pennsyl-
vania Blvd.

Nelson ‘“Snooky’ Margerum, Fire Chief:

Yardley-Makefield Fire Company, Sta-
tion 0

Chief Margerum died in the line of duty on
March 156th, 1992, after suffering a heart at-
tack while operating on box 0-5, 326 Big Oak
Road.

Sta-
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Walter F. Vaughan, Fire Police Officer:

Warminster Fire Company, Station 90

On November 13th, 1999 fire police officer
Vaughan was Kkilled in the line of duty while
directing traffic on box 92-36, 15756 West
Street Road.

EMS/PARAMEDIC:

Dale Francis

Died in 2001

Dan Macintosh (Paramedic)

Died in 2010

March 7, 2010

Madam Speaker, every first re-
sponder deserves to know that if the
unthinkable were to happen, their chil-
dren would be taken care of and that
their family would not be alone. This
legislation is a small step in that direc-
tion.

The work these heroes do every day
puts an incredible strain on their fami-
lies, too. I know it because my father,
Jack Murphy, spent over 20 years in
the Philadelphia Police Department.
Fortunately for my family, he came
home every night. But when he left for
work, I could see the strain in my
mother’s face. She always said to us
three children, Make sure you Kiss
your father good-bye because you never
know if that’s the last time you’ll see
him. She knew the risks of my dad’s
profession. But she also knew that he
was doing his duty to protect all of us.

So many families in our communities
are just like mine. And with this bill,
this Congress can come together as
Democrats and Republicans, as Ameri-
cans, to do our part to ensure that the
children of our fallen heroes can still
afford to go to college despite their
profound loss.

We have received tremendous support
for this bill. It has been endorsed by
the Fraternal Order of Police, the
International Association of Fire-
fighters, and Members on both sides of
this aisle.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to vote for this bill because we
must never forget what American he-
roes like Danny Faulkner, like Chris-
topher Jones, like Daniel McIntosh,
and countless others have given, and
we must keep faith with those who love
them.

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam
Speaker, I encourage my colleagues to
support H.R. 959, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
urge my colleagues to support H.R. 959,
which offers financial assistance for
higher education to the children of po-
lice officers, firefighters, and other
first responders who made the ultimate
sacrifice in the line of duty.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WOOLSEY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 959, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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CHILDREN’S BOOK WEEK

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 1333) expressing
support for the goals and ideals of Chil-
dren’s Book Week.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1333

Whereas research has indicated that chil-
dren who are read to three or four times a
week are more likely to recognize the letters
of the alphabet, be able to count to 20, and
write their own names;

Whereas children’s books are instrumental
in teaching children to read by providing
simple phrases that promote reading tech-
niques, including phonics, and retaining chil-
dren’s interest;

Whereas many teachers use children’s
books in the classroom as a tool to promote
and teach literacy to their students;

Whereas Children’s Book Week has been
celebrated nationally since 1919 and is found-
ed on the declaration that a ‘‘great nation is
a reading nation’’;

Whereas Children’s Book Week highlights
the importance of parents and guardians
taking the time to read with their children
and encourages libraries, schools, and com-
munity organizations to hold events to pro-
mote reading; and

Whereas Children’s Book Week is recog-
nized May 10 to May 16, 2010: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Chil-
dren’s Book Week; and

(2) encourages parents to read with their
children and schools, libraries, and commu-
nity organizations to hold events to encour-
age children and students of all ages to read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I re-
quest b legislative days during which
Members may revise and extend and in-
sert extraneous material on H. Res.
1333 into the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California?

There was no objection.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 1333, a resolu-
tion in support of the goals and ideals
of Children’s Book Week, to be held
from May 10 through May 16, 2010.

Children’s Book Week is a great time
to highlight the importance of reading
to our children and our students. Edu-
cators, librarians, booksellers, and
families have long celebrated chil-
dren’s books and the love of reading.

Since 1919 children’s books and Chil-
dren’s Book Week have put an annual
spotlight on this vitally important ac-
tivity for a child’s education and cog-
nitive development. Through story-
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telling, parties, and author and illus-
trator appearances, this week helps to
encourage a love of reading in our chil-
dren.

Today, even the very youngest child
in America is growing up immersed in
media, spending hours a day watching
TV and playing video games. Parents
and teachers promote better learning
for these children when they turn off
the TV and pull out a book and either
sit with the child and read it or have
the child read it on his or her own.

This year, official Children’s Book
Week events will be hosted in 10 cities
and in classrooms, libraries, book-
stores, and homes all across this coun-
try.

0 1245

In addition, the Children’s Choice
Book Awards will honor important au-
thors who bring their gifts of writing
and imagination to our kids.

Madam Speaker, once again I express
my support for Children’s Book Week
and celebrate reading for students of
all ages. I thank Representative ROE
for introducing this resolution, and I
urge my colleagues to support this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. KLINE of Minnesota. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 1333. This res-
olution supports and honors Children’s
Book Week, which is in itself a celebra-
tion of the written word. And as my
colleague so aptly said, today our chil-
dren are immersed in a multimedia
world. I know my grandchildren are
unbelievably expert at video games.
And I can’t tell you how happy I am,
how thrilled I am, when I see them sit-
ting with a book.

I was so pleased to see that my oldest
grandson followed in the line of his fa-
ther and grandfather and great grand-
father of seeking every available
minute to get into the world of lit-
erature, to get into the written word,
to read these books, going to the point
of getting under the covers with a
flashlight way after lights out time for
bed. I think that’s an important part of
our children growing up.

I am concerned that many of our
children are losing this touch with the
written word. So I believe that the
Congress expressing our support for the
goals and ideals of Children’s Book
Week, the written word, is an impor-
tant statement.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Minnesota
for working with us on these last three
resolutions.

I urge my colleagues to support H.
Res. 1333, a resolution in support of the
goals and ideals of Children’s Book
Week.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WOOLSEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 1333.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the resolu-
tion was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION

OF H.R. 5116, AMERICA COM-
PETES REAUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 2010

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
by direction of the Committee on
Rules, I call up House Resolution 1344
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1344

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5116) to invest
in innovation through research and develop-
ment, to improve the competitiveness of the
United States, and for other purposes. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived except those aris-
ing under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority
member of the Committee on Science and
Technology. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule.

SEC. 2. (a) It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Science and
Technology now printed in the bill modified
by the amendment printed in part A of the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. The committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute are waived except
those arising under clause 10 of rule XXI. (b)
Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule XVIII, no
amendment to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute shall be in order
except those printed in part B of the report
of the Committee on Rules accompanying
this resolution and amendments en bloc de-
scribed in section 3 of this resolution. (c)
BEach amendment printed in part B of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules may be con-
sidered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as
read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an opponent,
shall not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division of the
question. (d) All points of order against
amendments printed in part B of the report
of the Committee on Rules or amendments
en bloc described in section 3 of this resolu-
tion are waived except those arising under
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Science and
Technology or his designee to offer amend-
ments en bloc consisting of amendments
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printed in part B of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion not earlier disposed of. Amendments en
bloc offered pursuant to this section shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable for 40
minutes equally divided and controlled by
the chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Science and Technology
or their designees, shall not be subject to
amendment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. The origi-
nal proponent of an amendment included in
such amendments en bloc may insert a state-
ment in the Congressional Record imme-
diately before the disposition of the amend-
ments en bloc.

SEC. 4. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 5. The Chair may entertain a motion
that the Committee rise only if offered by
the chair of the Committee on Science and
Technology or his designee. The Chair may
not entertain a motion to strike out the en-
acting words of the bill (as described in
clause 9 of rule XVIII).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is recognized for
1 hour.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
for purposes of debate only, I yield the
customary 30 minutes to my friend
from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-
BALART). All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule is for debate
only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I ask unanimous
consent that all Members be given 5
legislative days within which to revise
and extend their remarks on House
Resolution 1344.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, House Resolution
1344 provides for consideration of H.R.
5116, the America COMPETES Act. It is
a structured rule, making in order 54
amendments. It also provides 1 hour of
general debate, equally divided be-
tween the chairman and ranking mem-
ber from the Committee on Science. It
considers the amendment in the nature
of a substitute to be considered as an
original bill. The rule waives all points
of order against consideration of the
motion except clause 9 and 10 of rule
XXI. Finally, the rule provides author-
ity to the chairman of the Committee
on Science or his designee to move
amendments en bloc.

Madam Speaker, our Nation’s econ-
omy fell off a cliff in the fall of 2008. By
the end of the Bush administration, we
were losing at least 700,000 jobs a
month. In the last month of the Bush
administration, that number was up to
780,000 jobs in that month alone. Con-
gress then, working in tandem with the
Obama administration, passed various
pieces of legislation to stabilize our
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economy in the short term and invest
in various fields for the long-run
growth of our country.

Fifteen months since the passage of
the Recovery Act, we are seeing its im-
pact. We went from 780,000 jobs lost the
last month of the Bush administration
to 290,000 jobs created in April 2010, a
pretty significant swing given the fact
that the loss was so drastic and so
quick in the fall of 2008 and the first
month of 2009. But we are not out of
the woods yet. We are turning the tide.

This Congress recognizes no country
on Earth can match the creativity,
productivity, and hard work of the
American entrepreneur. The America
COMPETES Act builds upon this idea
by investing in scientific research, in-
dustrial innovation, and hard science
education. It gives our Nation’s most
creative scientists and engineers the
resources they need to develop the
breakthroughs which will change the
world as we know it and make America
even more competitive.

The bill reauthorizes programs in the
National Science Foundation, the Na-
tional Institute for Standards and
Technology, and the Department of En-
ergy to capture their full potential.
This empowers our universities, which
are undergoing tremendous strain as
they weather the recent financial col-
lapse.

In my own district, the Colorado
School of Mines and the University of
Colorado Health Science Center will
have access to more funding to develop
green energy, medical communica-
tions, and other technologies. The bill
improves science, technology, engi-
neering, and math education to ensure
that our Nation’s workforce has the
training and know-how to maximize
the investments that we make. It gives
our innovators the chance to compete
for more resources so they can re-
search, develop, commercialize, and
eventually transform our economy.

As we speak, there are scientists, in-
ventors, and engineers in our Nation
who are devising the next
groundbreaking advances. We cannot
afford to let those ideas wither on the
vine. So I urge the passage of the rule
and the underlying bill, which will cre-
ate jobs and solidify the foundation for
the long-term growth and prosperity of
the United States.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, I would like
to thank my friend, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. PERLMUTTER), for
the time. I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

In order for the United States to
compete in today’s global marketplace
and to spur long-term growth, we must
invest in basic science research and de-
velopment. In 2005, the National Acad-
emy of Sciences, the National Acad-
emy of Engineering, and the Institute
of Medicine, collectively known as the
National Academies, published the re-
port ‘“Rising Above the Gathering
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Storm.”” The report concluded that the
United States faces a serious challenge
with regard to our future competitive-
ness and standard of living. That re-
port led to the bipartisan enactment of
the America COMPETES Act of 2007,
which implemented the report’s rec-
ommendations.

Today we are set to consider H.R.
5116, the America COMPETES Reau-
thorization Act of 2010. The bill reau-
thorizes the America COMPETES Act
for 5 years, increases authorization
spending levels to $86 billion, and cre-
ates new programs.

I understand and I support the under-
lying principles of the America COM-
PETES Act, prioritizing and strength-
ening investments in basic research
and development and STEM: science,
technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics education. But we need to have
an economic strategy that encourages
companies, businesses in the United
States, to compete, to grow, and to
hire new workers, a strategy that in-
cludes the streamlining of burdensome
regulations, a strategy that reduces
taxation, that brings our Federal
spending under control, and controls
the spiraling national debt.

[ 1300

So, Madam Speaker, as much as I
would prefer to support the underlying
legislation, I believe that at this time
of severe budgetary constraints, the
underlying legislation includes exces-
sive spending levels.

The bill has an overall authorization
of nearly $86 billion, which represents
approximately $20 billion in new fund-
ing above the fiscal base of this year.
That is a significant increase when
we’re facing record budget deficits. And
that is after the so-called stimulus bill
injected 6 billion additional dollars
into the agencies funded by this bill.

The current national debt projections
and the majority’s insatiable appetite
for spending are unsustainable. And if
we continue on that trajectory, the
America that we know, love, and ad-
mire will be severely threatened. Our
excessive spending threatens the very
foundation of our economy and our
way of life. We could very well find
ourselves in a position, soon, similar to
today’s Greece.

As we saw last week when the House
considered the legislation on credits
for refurbishing homes by my friend
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH), Congress is
beginning to realize the magnitude of
the Nation’s fiscal problem—though
the congressional majority leadership
has not yet realized it or simply does
not care.

I may have voted in favor of the un-
derlying legislation if the majority,
nevertheless, had allowed the House to
consider and vote on amendments that
would have reduced the spending levels
on the bill.

For example, my colleague Rep-
resentative MARIO DIAZ-BALART of
Florida came before the Rules Com-
mittee yesterday to request that the
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committee allow the House to consider
his amendment to cut the authoriza-
tion of the bill from 5 years to 3 years.
His amendment would have lowered the
cost of the overall bill. It would also
have given Congress the ability to
come back in 3 years and determine if
the legislation was achieving its in-
tended purpose.

Perhaps if that amendment had been
allowed, a number of Members like my-
self who are concerned about the un-
controlled spending of this majority
could have voted for the bill. Instead,
the majority in the Rules Committee
decided that they would block consid-
eration of the Mario Diaz-Balart
amendment and also the Sessions
amendment, amendments that sought
to reduce the spending in the bill. Not
only did they block the Diaz-Balart
and Sessions amendments, they
blocked out almost three-fourths of the
Republican amendments submitted to
the Rules Committee, while allowing
nearly 90 percent of the Democrat
amendments. So today we will consider
four Republican amendments and 48
Democrat amendments. That’s quite a
contrast.

It’s especially glaring when you con-
sider that we were told that it would
not be this way. The distinguished
Speaker promised the American people
that her party would run the most open
and bipartisan Congress in history; yet
week after week the majority con-
tinues to block an open process. We
have yet to consider even one open rule
during this entire Congress—not even
on the historically open appropriations
process. It is quite sad.

I reserve my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I would like to respond to a couple of
the things my friend from Florida said.

First, I'd remind him that at the end
of the Clinton administration there
was a budget that was balanced. There
was, in fact, a surplus going forward;
but under the Bush administration
with tax cuts for the wealthiest, the
prosecution of two wars without pay-
ing for them, and a financial sector in
total disarray at the end of the Bush
administration, the Obama administra-
tion inherited a $1.3 trillion deficit.

But in moving forward with the ac-
tions taken by this Congress to sta-
bilize the financial system and put peo-
ple back to work, there’s been a swing
now from the last month of the Bush
administration, where almost 800,000
jobs were lost, to a gain last month of
260,000, well over a million-job swing
towards putting this country back on
track. That will assist with revenues as
the economy gets better. That deals
with budget deficits.

My friend is right. We have to look at
the spending that this country is en-
gaging in, but we have got to put peo-
ple back to work. This America COM-
PETES Act does that by building on
our science foundation. We have, in
this bill, endorsements and support
from virtually every kind of company
and association possible, from business
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associations like the U.S. Chamber of
Commerce, the National Association of
Manufacturers, TechNet, et cetera, to
various societies, the American Asso-
ciation for the Advancement of
Science, university associations as
well, and a whole host of businesses,
because they know how important this
bill is towards the investment that
we’re going to make in the future for
this country. But it’s jobs today.

With that, I would like to yield 2
minutes to my friend from Missouri
(Mr. CARNAHAN).

Mr. CARNAHAN. Madam Speaker, I
can’t think of a better time than now
to invest in America’s can-do spirit. I
would like to thank our chairman,
BART GORDON, for his years of devotion
working to ensure that America is pre-
pared to compete globally.

America has been at the forefront of
every technological innovation of the
last century, and most of our jobs since
World War IT have been created by new
technology and innovation. I believe
we can continue to lead the world in
innovation and technology, and my
constituency in St. Louis, Missouri,
can play a major role in that effort.

BEarlier this morning, I spoke with
Missourians closely watching our
progress on this landmark innovation
jobs bill, America COMPETES, includ-
ing Washington University in St. Louis
and the University of Missouri. Be-
cause of America COMPETES, these
two great universities will be able to
work locally with teachers to spark in-
terest in math and science for future
generations, as well as to continue re-
search looking into the next break-
through technologies.

Today, I also heard from Chuck
Gerding of Gerding Enterprises, a small
specialty manufacturer from Dittmer,
Missouri, who has been assisted by the
Missouri Enterprise Program that
helps small- and medium-sized manu-
facturers. America COMPETES would
strengthen the Missouri Enterprise
Program, helping manufacturers com-
pete in the global economy and hire
more workers.

The section of this bill I am particu-
larly proud of will strengthen regional
economies through Energy Innovation
Hubs to help advance the U.S. transi-
tion to a clean energy economy and to
support the growth of new sectors of
the economy and jobs that come with
them. In order for the U.S. to remain
competitive, we need to invest in the
technologies now that will create jobs
immediately and make our economy
stronger for the long term.

The America COMPETES Act will
strengthen how America competes and
empower American innovation.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, I want to
thank my friend, Mr. PERLMUTTER, for
reminding us of the Clinton years.

I was elected to Congress when Presi-
dent Clinton was elected President.
Two years later, we, the Republicans,
captured the majority here in the Con-
gress, and I remember how we had to
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fight tooth and nail to balance the
budget. President Clinton never sub-
mitted a budget with a deficit less than
$200 billion a year. I remember ad infi-
nitum his budgets at least had $200 bil-
lion of deficits. It used to be, Madam
Speaker, that $200 billion was a lot of
money for a deficit. And I remember
how this Congress had to fight day in
and day out, and we finally achieved,
in very arduous negotiations with the
executive, a balanced budget. So that’s
the record.

I would like, at this point, to yield
such time as he may consume to the
distinguished ranking member of the
Rules Committee from California (Mr.
DREIER).

Mr. DREIER. Madam Speaker, I
thank my friend for yielding.

I rise in strong opposition to this
rule and in strong support of Muftiah
McCartin. And I’'d like to begin by out-
lining my opposition to the rule, and
then I'm going to take some time to
talk about my support of Muftiah
McCartin.

Madam Speaker, my friend from
Miami is absolutely right when he fo-
cuses on the need and the importance
for us to be fiscally responsible. My
friend from Colorado has made the
same argument: Everyone around here
regularly decries wasteful Federal
spending.

Now, this bill is extraordinarily well-
intentioned, and as I said in the Rules
Committee yesterday, I've been a
strong supporter of the STEM concept.
Science, technology, engineering, and
math are very high priorities. If we, as
a nation, are going to remain competi-
tive in this global economy, it is abso-
lutely imperative that we do all that
we can to focus on STEM education.

The concern with this measure is the
fact that it’s $22 billion over the base-
line, going up to $86 billion. I was
asked in the Rules Committee hearing
yesterday by the chairman of the
Science Committee what level I believe
to be appropriate as we focus on STEM
education, and that area would be at
least at that baseline level, which
would take the $86 billion in funding
and bring it down to what would be $64
billion. That would be a more accept-
able level. Why? Because, while we
know how important this is, we also
know that if we don’t focus on our
spending that has been going on for so
many years under both political par-
ties, we’re not going to be able to com-
pete globally at all.

Now, there are other concerns about
this measure. I have just obviously
been talking about the amendment
that the manager on this side’s broth-
er—he simply described him as his
‘‘colleague.” He also happens to be his
brother, MARIO DIAZ-BALART, who very
thoughtfully came before the Rules
Committee, and that amendment was
not made in order.

Mr. BILBRAY, sitting behind me, has
an amendment focusing on the very
important issue of ensuring that people
who work in this country are here le-
gally.
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And, of course, the very, very, very
important issue that the ranking mem-
ber of this committee, RALPH HALL,
brought before the Rules Committee.
By unanimous vote in the Committee
on Science and Technology, they incor-
porated language to ensure that there
would be a prioritization of those 59,700
disabled veterans who want to have an
opportunity to participate in the
STEM program at the undergraduate
level and 8,700 who want to have the
opportunity to participate at the post-
graduate level. That was agreed on by
the committee, but, unfortunately,
when the measure got before the Rules
Committee, it was stricken. As Mr.
HALL has described to me, some very,
very watered-down version which does
undermine the ability of our Nation’s
disabled veterans to be able to take ad-
vantage of this program the way they
should is, in fact, denied.

And so the fact that these measures
are not made in order, Madam Speaker,
I am a strong opponent of this rule be-
cause I believe that we can do better.
And as Mr. DIAZ-BALART said, having
an open amendment process—which we
have not had in this entire Congress—
should have been the model for this bill
in light of the fact that it has, in the
past, been reported out under suspen-
sion of the rules.

Now, having spoken about my opposi-
tion to the rule itself, Madam Speaker,
I'd like to speak briefly about my sup-
port for Muftiah McCartin.
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Madam Speaker, in 1976, she was ob-
viously a child, and this institution
was probably violating child labor laws
when Muftiah McCartin came to work
as a clerk in the Parliamentarian’s Of-
fice. That is 34 years ago. In that 34-
year period of time, she has had an
amazing career which has been, from
my perspective, capped by her service
as the majority staff director of the
House Rules Committee.

She was the first woman named as a
parliamentarian back in 1991, and she
has worked for both Republicans and
Democrats on the House Appropria-
tions Committee, and her work there
was very important. As I said, the fact
that she has come to the House Rules
Committee is a very appropriate spot
for her.

When she began her work, she pur-
sued both her undergraduate and law
degrees when she began in the 1970s,
and has been able to utilize those skills
extraordinarily well.

Madam Speaker, we are very sorry
that she will be leaving us. In fact, un-
less there is a massive disruption in
the operations of this institution
through the week, this will be the last
rule that will be considered on the
House floor during her period of time. I
do know that her husband, Terry, her
four children, and her new grandchild
will anxiously look forward to spending
more time with her.

The Rules Committee, as we all
know, Madam Speaker, tends to be a
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rough and tumble place, and Muftiah
has had an extraordinarily good and
close working relationship with those
of us in the minority. When I had the
privilege of being chairman of the
Rules Committee, we worked extraor-
dinarily closely with her in her role in
the Parliamentarian’s Office. And I
know that things may still be rough
and tumble within her family; it will
certainly be a great joy for all of her
family members to have her back. And
so, Madam Speaker, I would like to ex-
tend congratulations to Muftiah
McCartin for her extraordinary 34
years of service to this institution. And
I know that her family is the only
thing that she loves more than this
place, which we all respect and love so
much.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I thank my friend from California for
his remarks regarding Muftiah.

I now yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN).

Mr. MCGOVERN. I want to thank my
colleague from Colorado for yielding
me the time.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of the rule for the America COM-
PETES Act, and more importantly, I
also rise in strong support and to pay
tribute to the staff director of the
Rules Committee, Muftiah McCartin,
as she finishes up her last week here in
the House of Representatives and pre-
pares to move on to a new phase in her
life.

Madam Speaker, Muftiah is an amaz-
ing woman. She has worked in this
body for 34 years, first in the Office of
the Parliamentarian, then for the Ap-
propriations Committee, and finally on
the Rules Committee. She leaves as the
top staffer on the Rules Committee,
someone who not only made the trains
run on time, but also someone who
definitely worked through the dicey
political and policy issues that the
Rules Committee is required to work
through.

Muftiah will be missed here in the
House, but I can honestly say this body
is better because of her hard work over
the past 34 years. Over that time she
has shown dedication and passion for
this institution. Whether it was advis-
ing the presiding officer as parliamen-
tarian, or working for Congressman
OBEY and Chairwoman SLAUGHTER,
Muftiah excelled at her job and helped
us do our jobs better. But what we will
miss most is the way Muftiah brings
everyone together. She wunified the
Rules professional and associate staff.
She made sure we, as Members of Con-
gress, were prepared and ready to do
the business at hand. But she also
worked as both a mentor to her staff
and to the associate staff. I can hon-
estly say that I and my staff do our
jobs better today because of Muftiah
and the leadership that she has pro-
vided over the past few years in the
Rules Committee.

And while she has spent the last
three decades here in the House, she
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also has a life outside of this Chamber.
She has a wonderful husband, Terry,
four children, Marissa, Elaine, Sandra,
and Luke. And she just became a
grandmother for the first time, a
young grandson named Thaddeus.

Madam Speaker, I was a staffer be-
fore I was elected to Congress, al-
though I have to say that I started
working here a few years after Muftiah
started her career on the Hill. But I un-
derstand the role the staff play here,
and I know this institution would not
be the great body it is without the
dedicated staff that puts so much of
their lives into what we all do here.
Muftiah embodies that dedication, and
we are going to miss her.

Let me say, Madam Speaker, in con-
clusion, to Muftiah, I want to thank
you for all the incredible work that
you have done here. You will be
missed, and we love you.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, we have
great differences, great disagreements
often here on the floor of this House.
Rare is the occasion when there is no
debate, when there are no differences.

Muftiah McCartin enjoys the admira-
tion of all Members on both sides of the
aisle who have worked with her. She
personifies the best of this institution.
She personifies competence, profes-
sionalism, and courtesy. And as some-
one who has had the privilege of work-
ing with her, I thank her for her serv-
ice and commend her for her profes-
sionalism, competence, and that cour-
tesy.

So the best to you, Muftiah, and your
family as you move on to other endeav-
ors. You are an example of the wonder-
ful men and women who have through
the years made possible what this Con-
gress gets accomplished. And so I join
all of my colleagues in wishing Muftiah
the best.

I yield 3 minutes to my distinguished
friend and colleague from Georgia, Dr.
BROUN.

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I rise today in strong opposi-
tion to this rule.

I applaud the fact that 54 amend-
ments were made in order, which is the
most amendments that the Democratic
leadership have allowed in a long time,
maybe ever since they have been in
control of this House of Representa-
tives in the 110th Congress.

I am pleased that one of my amend-
ments to remove some new programs
that are in this bill will be debated
later on this afternoon. However, at a
time when our deficits are projected to
remain above $1 trillion for the foresee-
able future, I can’t understand why two
of my other very important amend-
ments dealing with fiscal responsi-
bility were ruled out of order.

My first amendment would have sim-
ply changed the authorization level to
3 years from 5 years, and would have
frozen spending to this year’s levels,
and it would save over $45 billion of
taxpayers’ money. The 2007 COM-
PETES bill was originally a 3-year au-
thorization. In these tough economic
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times, why are we expanding yet an-
other Federal program?

My second amendment would have
streamlined the overall COMPETES
program by removing all of the newly
created programs. Again, in these
tough economic times, we can’t do ev-
erything that we want to do. So we
need to prioritize our resources while
ensuring basic research in science.

Many of the new programs are dupli-
cative of other existing programs. For
example, the loan guarantees are simi-
lar to the Small Business Administra-
tion’s loan guarantee program for
which manufacturers are eligible. Also,
the HUD program appears to be redun-
dant with existing Department of En-
ergy activities. These are only two ex-
amples of duplicative programs that
are in this bill.

Expanding the size and cost of this
reauthorization while creating duplica-
tive programs is not what the Amer-
ican people want and certainly not
what they need. American families and
American small businesses have been
forced to make difficult spending deci-
sions. Shouldn’t the Federal Govern-
ment do the same? We need to stop
spending money that we do not have on
new programs that further increase our
ever-expanding debt.

Madam Speaker, our children and
grandchildren are dependent upon us
being fiscally responsible. This rule
and this bill is not fiscally responsible.
I urge my colleagues to reject this rule
so that sensible amendments, like the
two that I have discussed and others
that Mr. DIAZ-BALART discussed, can be
included in this important debate.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I say to my good friend, Congressman
BROUN, that he has forgotten that this
bill satisfies the PAYGO rules which
CBO has scored at zero, so that there is
not an increase, a rule that my friends
on the Republican side of the aisle
eliminated, which helped drive up the
debt of this country.

And I would just say to my friend,
the investments that are being made in
science and technology and in the edu-
cation of scientists and engineers and
mathematicians is the kind of invest-
ment for the long-term health of this
country that has to be made right now.

I yield to my friend from California
(Ms. MATSUI) 2 minutes.

Ms. MATSUI. I thank the gentleman
from Colorado for yielding me time.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of the rule and the underlying leg-
islation.

Investing in research and STEM edu-
cation will help our country take the
lead in scientific, technological, and
economic advancements. This bill will
also assist my hometown of Sac-
ramento, where we are positioned to
become a leader in the clean tech-
nology sector. That is why I am
pleased that Chairman GORDON has
pledged to support two smart grid-re-
lated amendments that I plan to offer
to the bill.

My first amendment will ensure that
new smart grid technologies are an im-
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portant part of the Department of En-
ergy’s research and development. My
second amendment will ensure that
smart grid technologies are included in
the list of research and development
activities undertaken by the Depart-
ment of Energy innovation hubs. Both
of these amendments will be extremely
valuable to Sacramento’s continued
leadership in the field of smart grid
technologies.

Now, Madam Speaker, I just want to
take a moment to recognize the depart-
ing staff director of the Rules Com-
mittee. Muftiah McCartin, Muf, affec-
tionately known, has steered the Rules
Committee through a challenging pe-
riod, and she has done so with skill and
grace. We all know that the Rules
Committee can sometimes be a very
contentious place. I know I speak for
my staff and for my colleagues when I
say that Muftiah will be sorely missed
on the Rules Committee. We all wish
her the very best in her new position.
And thank you for your very hard
work, Muftiah, and your dedication.
And enjoy the next chapter of your life.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART.
Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to
my friend from California (Mr.
BILBRAY).

Mr. BILBRAY. Madam Speaker, as a
member of the committee of jurisdic-
tion, I have been trying to work in a
bipartisan effort with this bill. I want
to support this bill even though it has
an $85.6 billion price tag. But sadly, the
fact is that, just trying to do some of
those little things that the American
people want us to move forward, com-
monsense things, like making sure
that the $85.6 billion, that no portion of
that is going in to financing illegal be-
havior such as illegal employment,
sadly, the Rules Committee has said we
don’t have time to bother with assur-
ing the American people that their
money is not going to be spent in the
commission of a crime of illegal em-
ployment.

It is bad enough, Madam Speaker,
that we have a bill that does not spe-
cifically require anyone who gets Fed-
eral funds or Federal grant guarantees
to do the thing that you and I do as
Members of Congress, the Federal Gov-
ernment does, that every contractor
does since President Obama has man-
dated; this bill doesn’t require that the
recipients of Federal funds under this
program have to make sure they check
the employment status of somebody
before they start paying them with
Federal funds. Common decency.

But what is worse than that, Madam
Speaker, is the Rules Committee has
denied both sides of the aisle the abil-
ity to vote on this issue. The Rules
Committee has denied us the ability, as
Republicans and Democrats and Inde-
pendents, to go on record with the
American people and say, look, we
want to make sure that your money is
not spent for illegal activities such as
illegal employment.

I tried to work across the aisle on
this issue. I have worked with Chair-
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man GORDON on this issue. All we
asked was the common decency to give
Democrats and Republicans the ability
to go on record and do a little thing
that the American people have been de-
manding for much too long, and that
is, when you spend money, even if it is
more than we want, make sure that
you are not financing the violation of
Federal law. That is all I asked. But
the Rules Committee couldn’t find the
decency to allow a bipartisan vote on
something that is so commonsense, so
common decency, as to make sure that
we keep our promise to the American
people, that we uphold the Constitu-
tion, and make sure that our Federal
funds are not engaged in illegal activ-
ity.
0 1330

Madam Speaker, sadly, that is where
I am today. I like a lot of this bill. But
if you ask me to go back to San Diego
and face off my constituents—right,
left, Republican, Democrat—how can I
look at them with a straight face and
say, I'’ve done everything I can to make
sure your money is spent appropriately
and legally. Sadly, this rule does not
require that little bit of common de-
cency of making sure the constituency
gets legal expenditure of their $85.6 bil-
lion. That’s the price tag of not being
bipartisan leadership.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I would say to the gentleman from
California, it is common sense. The
Rules Committee understands that
Federal funds can only be used for legal
purposes. That must be in the statutes
550 times. So he just wants to have a
little more redundancy in the law.

With that, I would like to yield 3
minutes to my friend from Colorado
(Mr. POLIS).

Mr. POLIS. Madam Speaker, I thank
my colleague from Colorado.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 5116, the America COM-
PETES Reauthorization Act of 2010. I
commend Chairman GORDON on his
hard work and his leadership on this
important legislation. This bill is the
product of our Nation’s understanding
that economic prosperity and inter-
national competitiveness is the result
of American innovation and forward
thinking. I'd also like to address the
comments made by my colleague from
California, as well. As the gentleman
from California is aware, there is in
fact widespread violation of Federal
laws that are out of touch with reality
with regard to immigration. We don’t
know who is here, what they’re doing,
where they are going. The America
COMPETES Act, of course, is not the
proper legislative vehicle for address-
ing that, but I do encourage my col-
league from California to join me and
many others in sponsoring comprehen-
sive immigration reform, which will
ensure, going forward, no one works in
this country illegally and that we have
a way of tracking who is here and en-
forcing the rule of law across this Na-
tion.
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I want to take this opportunity to
thank Muftiah McCartin of our Rules
Committee. She is our Rules Com-
mittee staff director—the only Rules
Committee staff director that I have
known in my time in Congress who, as
you know, is leaving us. On many occa-
sions, Muftiah has trekked to the fifth
floor of Cannon, where my office is, and
advised my staff and me on important
issues and parliamentary procedures
and asked us our questions and con-
cerns and addressed them promptly. Of
course, when I found out today in these
remarks that she had been here 34
years, I began to think it was a dif-
ferent Muftiah than the one I know
that is retiring. I find it hard to believe
that our Muftiah McCartin has worked
in this wonderful building for 34 years.
Perhaps that time is calculated be-
cause she frequently works until mid-
night, or even until 3 in the morning. I
have borne witness to that. Perhaps for
every year she works, it’s counted as 2
years time in, because that’s the only
logical explanation that I was able to
figure out for how she could have pos-
sibly worked in this body for 34 years
and is moving on to other opportuni-
ties.

Her dedication to this body, this in-
stitution, this committee, both in her
current job and previous jobs, is some-
thing that I hope we all strive to emu-
late with our accomplishments on com-
mittee and the House floor, which are
really a great testimony to her com-
mitment of many years. As a freshman
member of the Rules Committee, she’s
repeatedly assisted me and our col-
leagues on the sometimes Byzantine
legislative processes and has worked
tirelessly to ensure that our Members
and districts have been able on walk
away with success.

Thank you, Muftiah, for your service.
You will be sorely missed.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I would ask how much time each side
has remaining.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado has 13% minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Flor-
ida has 8%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I would yield 2 minutes to my friend
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS).

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I thank my good friend and
colleague on the Rules Committee for
yielding the time.

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of this rule and the underlying
legislation. But I would also like to
take a brief moment to bid a fond fare-
well to Muftiah McCartin, the staff di-
rector of the Committee on Rules.
We’ve heard that she’s done this for 34
years. I came in contact with her first
when she was with the Office of the
Parliamentarian. She was as diligent
then and hardworking as she has been
with us. Muftiah has been an asset to
this body and it is better for her having
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served here as a staff member of the
Rules Committee.

I’ve personally, as you’ve heard my
other colleagues say, relied on her
more times than I can count. And I do
need to say that I'm speaking for Fred,
David, Alex, Lale, and the entire staff
in my office. She combines a vast
knowledge of congressional procedures
with an unflappable patience, putting
both Members and staff alike at ease
when approached about complicated
legislative matters, even during the
most politically heated moments.

More admirable than her remarkable
career in the House, however, is her in-
credible devotion to her family. While
spending seemingly countless hours at
work, she’s also managed to raise, with
her husband Terry, four beautiful chil-
dren—Marissa, Elaine, Sandra, and
Luke—and is now a grandmother as
well. I remember when she was at the
Parliamentarian’s Office when she was
carrying one of those children. I didn’t
know how she was able to do it.

After her years of service to the
Rules Committee and to the House of
Representatives, Muftiah is leaving us
to embark on the next chapter of her
professional career. You’re going to be
missed, Muf, but I—and I'm sure all of
my colleagues—wish you much happi-
ness and success in your future endeav-
ors, and my great hope is that you will
continue to flourish.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, I continue to
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I would like to now yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
KLEIN).

Mr. KLEIN of Florida. Madam Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Colo-
rado for his leadership on the America
COMPETES Act. I rise in strong sup-
port of the rule and the America COM-
PETES Act itself. I believe it will play
an integral role in creating jobs and
turning our economy around. I also
rise in support of an amendment which
I introduced, which has been made in
order under the rule, to instruct the di-
rector of the Hollings Manufacturing
Extension Partnership to evaluate
challenges that are unique to small
manufacturers and facilitate improved
communication between the MEP cen-
ters so they can readily share with one
another which solutions best address
particular problems faced by small
firms, which really are the bulk of the
types of manufacturing businesses in
my district in Florida.

In my meetings with many of the
manufacturers in Palm Beach and
Broward Counties in Florida, as well as
the South Florida Manufacturing Asso-
ciation, I've been told that while MEP
services are helpful for some busi-
nesses, they often have greater exper-
tise in developing business solutions
for medium- to large-sized businesses.
Small manufacturers, such as Uniweld,
which is in Fort Lauderdale, a family-
owned business which has been run by
a World War II veteran and his two
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sons for many years, make up a large
sector of the manufacturing firms in
Florida, and as a result, they are crit-
ical to our industrial and technological
competitiveness. In these challenging
times, small manufacturers in my
home State have faced many obstacles,
financing being one of them, but many
of the support services by the MEPs
can truly make a difference to our
small manufacturers as well.

While basic research investment is
important to advancing our Nation’s
innovation infrastructure, we must
build and sustain a strong manufac-
turing base in the United States which
will bridge the gap between research
and commercial development of new
technologies. That’s where these small
manufacturing businesses and the
MEPs together can accomplish that
goal. Under my amendment, we will be
able to provide increased assistance to
reduce manufacturing costs and in-
crease productivity, thereby allowing
our small manufacturing base busi-
nesses to significantly improve their
bottom line.

I thank the gentleman for yielding
the time, and urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on this
amendment and the underlying bill.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Madam Speaker, I continue to
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I would just reiterate what Mr. KLEIN
from Florida was saying about the pur-
pose and the need for this bill at this
time in this legislation. The America
COMPETES Act is about moving this
country forward, making sure that for
the next 20 years we continue to have a
strong science and engineering and
technological future for the country.
The bill, as we said, provides all sorts
of funding to the National Science
Foundation, to NIST, to NOAA, and to
the Department of Energy, so that we
can do research in a whole variety of
ways across this country through our
universities and other kinds of facili-
ties and institutions of higher learning.

Now I guess I'd like to speak on be-
half of Muftiah—or speak to Muftiah.
Many people have presented a lot of ac-
colades that I can’t top. But what I can
say is, as a new member to the Rules
Committee, that we have had some
very contentious, rough and tumble
bills, to use a couple of the terms Mr.
DREIER used, Ms. MATSUI, but we can
look to Muftiah—I can 1look to
Muftiah—to give good advice and to
bring a calming influence to the com-
mittee and certainly to me as we were
going through the whole list of par-
liamentary procedures—what’s in
order, what’s not in order, why is it in
order. She has stood out as somebody
who really knows the rules, under-
stands the policy, and is willing to
work with both sides of the aisle and
with all the members certainly on the
Democratic side of the Rules Com-
mittee to make sure we do the best job
that we can do. I thought I brought a
lot of experience from the practice of
law, having served also in the legisla-
ture in Colorado. But the rules and the
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approach that’s taken in the Congress,
there are many more layers and many
more things that have to be under-
stood.

I would say to you, Muftiah, you are
a heck of an adviser. You are a great
teacher. I just wish you the best, as I
know all the other members of the
Rules Committee and the Members of
the House just wish you the best in
whatever you do, whether it’s prac-
ticing law or raising your family or
just enjoying life, because we put in a
lot of hours. Thank you very much.

With that, I would like to yield 1
minute to the Speaker of the House,
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
PELOSI).

Ms. PELOSI. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding. Be-
fore I begin my remarks on the legisla-
tion before us today, I want to join my
colleagues in saluting the wonderful
work of Muftiah McCartin. She began
her work on the Hill—it couldn’t be
1976. I can’t believe that. She has
worked on the Appropriations Com-
mittee and is now leaving her tenure as
staff director on the Rules Committee.

We all know that she loves this insti-
tution. She has poured her heart and
soul into her work. We were all so
proud when she became the staff direc-
tor of the Rules Committee. Her policy
and technical expertise have served
both sides of the aisle over many years.
She is a mother of four children. It’s
hard to imagine she is now a grand-
mother. We have been blessed with her
service over many, many years. She
will be sorely missed.

Muftiah, thank you very much for all
that you have done. This is coming as
news to me, by the way, so I'm quite
taken aback by the fact that you’re
leaving us. But thank you for your
service. I wish you well in the future.
We have been very blessed by your
service. Congratulations on where
you’re going next.

Madam Speaker, 10 years ago, Presi-
dent Kennedy summed up America’s
commitment to innovation when he
launched the ‘“‘“man on the Moon initia-
tive” to send a man to the Moon and
back—in those days, they said a man—
but a man to the Moon and back safely
in 10 years. At that time, he said, ‘“The
vows of this Nation can be fulfilled
only if we are first, and therefore, we
intend to be first. Our leadership in
science and industry, our hopes for
peace and security, our obligations to
ourselves as well as others, all require
us to make this effort.”
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Over the past half century since
then, Americans have lived up to these
words. Science and technological inno-
vation have formed the backbone of
our progress as a people and our pros-
perity as a Nation. And today in pass-
ing this innovation bill, this COM-
PETES Act, we are reaffirming our
leadership in science and in industry,
and we are keeping America first.

Few have done more for the cause of
innovation in the Congress than Chair-
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man BART GORDON, and I'm sorry he is
not on the floor yet—he will be mo-
mentarily to manage this bill—who
was first in sounding the alarm and
heeding the call of the report, ‘“‘Rising
Above the Gathering Storm.”” That was
a report presented by a great innova-
tion leader, Norm Augustine, and the
National Academy of Sciences. It pro-
voked us to send a team of Members,
legislators around the country.

Congresswoman ANNA KESHOO and
Congresswoman ZOE LOFGREN from the
Silicon Valley invited Chairman
GEORGE MILLER, chairman of the
Democratic Policy Committee and the
Education and Labor Committee, to a
meeting at Stanford University to
launch a series of meetings in a bipar-
tisan way to develop an innovation
agenda.

We met, of course, with academics.
We met with workers. We met with
venture capitalists to see where the
private dollar would go because we be-
lieved that this had to be a market-ori-
ented initiative to build the competi-
tiveness of America. We met with
every aspect of putting together an in-
novation agenda, and we met all across
the country to do that. We had particu-
larly strong presentations from mem-
bers of the Asian American community
who were quite impatient with the lack
of progress that was happening in
terms of public policy, and that accel-
erated the pace of our time table for
this.

So what came from that was the
COMPETES Act that Chairman BART
GORDON was instrumental in bringing
to the floor in 2007. We had strong bi-
partisan support in passing that legis-
lation, I am pleased to say. And again,
we are here today to reauthorize the
COMPETES Act, to spur innovation,
invest in cutting-edge research, mod-
ernize manufacturing, and increase op-
portunity. And I thank you for your re-
marks, Mr. PERLMUTTER, and your
leadership on this subject as well.

As a result, new industries will pro-
vide good jobs for our workers, mar-
kets for American products will ex-
pand, we will reassert our leadership
throughout the world and give future
generations a better chance to realize
the American Dream. It’s about jobs,
jobs, jobs, jobs.

Simply put, this legislation supports
our efforts to keep America number
one, following President Kennedy’s
lead to keep America first and fol-
lowing the call of President Obama at
his inauguration for swift, bold action
now to do just that. The COMPETES
Act will keep our Nation on the path
that we promised, to double the fund-
ing for the scientific research over 10
years, create jobs with innovation
technology loan guarantees for small-
and medium-sized manufacturers and
enhanced manufacturing extension
partnerships—these MEPs are a very
valuable tool for job creation, promote
regional innovation clusters—this is
new—that strengthen regional econo-
mies and expand scientific collabora-
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tion, and invest in high-risk/high-re-
ward research through ARPA-E—again,
this is a major initiative of Mr. GOR-
DON—helping ensure American energy
independence.

Since we know that innovation be-
gins in the classroom, I want to com-
mend Mr. MILLER for yielding to Chair-
man GORDON because we didn’t want
this bill held up by one jurisdiction or
another of committee, and Mr. GORDON
has carried that principle that innova-
tion begins in the classroom, and we
have those considerations in the bill.
This bill will help raise up the next
generation of entrepreneurs by improv-
ing science, math, technology and engi-
neering education at all levels. It will
also train young people to think in an
entrepreneurial way and will secure a
central role for women and minorities
in these fields.

As we go forward with this innova-
tion—we had the industrial revolution,
we had the technological revolution,
and now we have this revolution—we
want to do so in a way that brings ev-
eryone into the fullest participation in
the new prosperity of America and will
strengthen and diversify our workforce
as, again, we create jobs, jobs, jobs, and
jobs.

In this Congress, in addition to jobs,
jobs, jobs, jobs, which is a four-letter
word we use all the time, there are four
words that describe our agenda. They
are: science, science, science and
science. Science to provide health care
for all Americans. And in our health
care bill that we passed and in the Re-
covery Act of last year, we have major
investments in science and technology
to make America healthier; science to
keep America number one in innova-
tion. In the new technologies to pro-
tect the environment and the rest, we
have to be competitive. Science and
technology will take us there; science
to keep our air clean and our water
clean for our children and the safety of
the environment in which they live;
and science to promote our national se-
curity by reducing our dependence on
foreign oil and to advance the tech-
nologies to Kkeep us preeminent in
terms of our country’s defense.

This bill comes down to good-paying
jobs for Americans, strong American
leadership in the global economy and
long-term growth for America’s work-
ers and families. It does so in a way
that doesn’t just put people back to
work as we are trying to address the
need for more jobs. It puts them back
to work in better jobs. It puts more
people to work, some who have been
unemployed no matter how well edu-
cated they are or how economically de-
prived their areas have been. Some of
this is really ground floor, ground
floor. We’re bringing women, minori-
ties, people from urban areas and rural
areas, again, people with a wide range
of educational backgrounds but with a
prospect for great success.

So with this, we are not just solidi-
fying the disparities in our economy.
We are opening up avenues for, again,
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everyone to participate in the pros-
perity for our country.

With that, Madam Speaker, I urge all
of our colleagues to make a very strong
bipartisan vote for jobs, for science,
and to keep America number one by
voting for the COMPETES Act.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. I continue to reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Madam Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER).

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I rise in strong support of
the rule on the COMPETES Act, and I
will speak later on the bill itself.

But I rise to pay tribute to Muftiah
McCartin. Muftiah is a good friend of
mine, so I want you to take this as a
totally subjective analysis. I don’t pre-
tend to be objective. I think Muftiah
McCartin is one of the most able people
with whom I have worked during the 30
years I have been here. Muftiah came
here when she was just a child 35 years
ago and has served this institution ex-
traordinarily well during that period of
time. She served the Parliamentarians
that I have served with myself, Bill
Brown and Charlie Johnson and John
Sullivan, and she did so with extraor-
dinary skill.

Our Parliamentarian’s Office, for
those who have the opportunity to
watch us, are the truest nonpartisan,
bipartisan people that we have in this
institution, who give both sides advice
and counsel as to how to conform to
the rules and how to conduct business
in the most appropriate fashion.
Muftiah McCartin was a giant in that
service. She cares deeply about this in-
stitution and all its Members, not from
a partisan sense but from an institu-
tional sense. She has served the Amer-
ican people extraordinarily well, and
what an example of success she is.

She came here shortly after high
school, working here, and went to
night school to get her undergraduate
degree and completed her law degree in
night school. She showed the same te-
nacity that warranted the private sec-
tor wanting her to come and be with
them. Her service to this institution
cannot be calculated in any kind of
numbers of years served. Her service to
this institution is measured by the
commitment she made to each and
every one of us and to this institution.

Perhaps Terry, her husband, and her
four children—her three girls and
Luke—will have more time now with
Muftiah because she was with us
around the clock sometimes. When I
first came here, we didn’t have a rule
that said you have to end at 12 o’clock.
When I first came here in the early
eighties, as Mr. RANGEL will recall and
Muftiah I know will recall, we some-
times went until 3 o’clock, 4 o’clock or
5 o’clock in the morning. They went
home quickly and then came right
back here to open the session at 9
o’clock or 10 o’clock, and of course
they had to be here an hour or so ear-
lier than that.
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Muftiah, we cannot possibly—if I
took an hour, which I could take with
my 1 minute as majority leader—but if
I took that hour or if I took multiple
hours, I could not express the depths of
our gratitude to you or the respect we
have for the professionalism that you
have demonstrated in the performance
of your duties and the extraordinary
affection we have for you as our friend,
as our colleague. And we wish you the
very, very best of success in the years
ahead. God bless you, and thank you.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend, Mr. PERLMUTTER, for his cour-
tesy and for his management on the
majority side of this rule.

While reiterating that I am so
pleased that Members on both sides of
the aisle have joined to commend and
wish the best to Muftiah McCartin,
with regard to the legislation that we
are bringing to the floor with this rule,
I would say, Mr. Speaker, while not
minimizing its importance because I
think it’s obviously dealing with a very
important set of subjects that enjoy bi-
partisan support in this Congress, I
would bring to the attention once
again of all Members what we saw last
week with legislation on—I believe it
was a $6 billion tax credit to allow—I
remember it was a credit for home
refurbishings, brought to the floor by
my good friend Mr. WELCH. And I no-
ticed at that time a—I think it was a
change in attitude.

I was impressed. I was certainly im-
pacted by what I perceived as a change
in the Congress on what normally I
think would have faced little opposi-
tion. Certainly it would have been ex-
pected that that legislation would have
faced little opposition. We saw—what I
saw, what I perceived was a ground
swell of concern on the spending. You
know, refurbishing one’s home and en-
couraging citizens to refurbish their
homes to keep them energy efficient,
you know, that’s not something that in
itself would have opposition. It was the
spending that touched a nerve because
of the moment we’re living. And so
with the legislation that we bring to
the floor today that is being increased
from the basic spending by about $20
billion, I certainly would not be sur-
prised if we see a similar nerve being
touched. That doesn’t mean that the
subject is not of great importance.
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Science, education, keeping the U.S.
leading edge, cutting edge in so many
ways, that is obviously something that
has enjoyed bipartisan support, and it
should. But I think the majority is fail-
ing to sense that moment that the Na-
tion at large and the Congress now is
finally manifesting or reacting to.
There is concern about the path we are
on with regard to spending.

Having said that, I again thank Mr.
PERLMUTTER for his courtesy and man-
agement of this rule, as well as thank-
ing all who have participated in this
debate today.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend for his courtesy in
how he debates these bills, debates the
rules; I just appreciate that. But he
and I differ very much on the passage
of this rule. This rule and this bill
should be passed.

In listening to some of my friends on
the Republican side of the aisle who
are wanting to draw back, wanting to
draw down at a time when America
must really move forward, must look
to its long-term future and towards its
prosperity and its ability to compete in
the world, this is the rule and this is
the bill that moves us forward, with its
investments in science and technology
and math and engineering. Those are
very key things.

It reminds me of those who would
have asked Abraham Lincoln to stop
building the dome and rebuilding this
Capitol during the Civil War because of
its costs and the country should look
towards the Civil War and worry about
that. Legitimate concerns, but Presi-
dent Lincoln said: No, this country is
going to succeed. Its long-term pros-
perity is going to occur, and I am going
to keep moving forward with the con-
struction of the dome of the Capitol.
I'm not going to back off.

We in this country, Americans, look
forward. We are a forward-looking peo-
ple. We believe in our future, and there
is no place like continuing to build our
abilities in science, technology, math,
and engineering. That is the place
where we have to start putting our in-
vestments. It is jobs today, and it is
long-term investment in the prosperity
and success of this country.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote on
the previous question and on the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAPUANO). The question is on the reso-
lution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART of
Florida. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand
the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15-
minute vote on agreeing to House Res-
olution 1344 will be followed by b5-
minute votes on suspending the rules
with regard to H.R. 5014 and House
Concurrent Resolution 268.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 243, nays
177, not voting 10, as follows:

[Roll No. 259]

YEAS—243

Ackerman Baldwin Bishop (GA)
Adler (NJ) Barrow Bishop (NY)
Altmire Bean Blumenauer
Andrews Becerra Boccieri
Arcuri Berkley Boren

Baca Berman Boswell
Baird Berry Boucher
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Boyd

Brady (PA)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Childers
Chu

Clarke

Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Driehaus
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ellison
Ellsworth
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr

Fattah
Filner
Foster
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Giffords
Gonzalez
Gordon (TN)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa

Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Bright
Broun (GA)

Hirono
Hodes
Holden

Holt

Honda

Hoyer

Inslee

Israel
Jackson (IL)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy

Kind
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell

Klein (FL)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin

Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey

Lujan

Lynch
Maffei
Maloney
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McMahon
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Minnick
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Nye

Oberstar
Obey

Olver

Ortiz

Owens
Pallone
Pascrell

NAYS—177

Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
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Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schauer
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Space
Speier
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Sutton
Tanner
Taylor
Teague
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Titus
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Davis (KY)
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Donnelly (IN)
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
Fallin

Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx

Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert

Goodlatte
Granger
Graves
Griffith
Guthrie
Hall (TX)
Harper
Hastings (WA)
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hill
Hunter
Inglis
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kline (MN)
Lamborn
Lance
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lee (NY)
Lewis (CA)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.

Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mitchell
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Neugebauer
Nunes
Olson
Paul
Paulsen
Pence
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Posey
Price (GA)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rehberg
Reichert
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)

Rohrabacher
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schmidt
Schock
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stearns
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiahrt

Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walden
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—10

Barrett (SC) Hoekstra Rangel
Carney Jackson Lee Souder
Cole (TX) Wamp
Davis (AL) Meeks (NY)
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Messrs. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of

California and PETRI changed their
vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”’

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

CLARIFYING MINIMUM ESSENTIAL
COVERAGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CUELLAR). The unfinished business is
the vote on the motion to suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5014, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5014, as
amended.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 417, nays 0,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 260]

YEAS—417
Ackerman Bachus Biggert
Aderholt Baird Bilbray
Adler (NJ) Baldwin Bilirakis
Akin Barrow Bishop (GA)
Alexander Bartlett Bishop (NY)
Altmire Barton (TX) Bishop (UT)
Andrews Bean Blackburn
Arcuri Becerra Blumenauer
Austria Berkley Blunt
Baca Berman Boccieri
Bachmann Berry Boehner

Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins

Hill

Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden

Holt

Honda

Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis

Inslee

Israel

Issa

Jackson (IL)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy

Kind

King (IA)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell

Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta

Lee (CA)

Lee (NY)
Levin

Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey

Lucas
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Luetkemeyer

Lujan

Lummis

Lungren, Daniel
E

Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Radanovich
Rahall
Rangel
Rehberg
Reichert
Reyes
Richardson
Rodriguez
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rooney
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CORRECTION

Ros-Lehtinen Sherman Tierney
Roskam Shimkus Titus
Ross Shuler Tonko
Rothman (NJ) Shuster Towns
Roybal-Allard Simpson Turner
Royce Sires Upton
Ruppersberger Skelton Van Hollen
Rush Slaughter Velazquez
Ryan (OH) Smith (NE) Visclosky
Ryan (WI) Smith (NJ)
Salazar Smith (TX) &Egen
Sanchez, Linda Smith (WA) W

T, Snyder aésserman

chultz
Sanchez, Loretta Space Waters
Sarbanes Speier Watson
Scalise Spratt
Schakowsky Stark Watt
Schauer Stearns Wa?iman
Schiff Stupak Weiner
Schmidt Sullivan Welch
Schock Sutton Westmoreland
Schrader Tanner Whitfield
Schwartz Taylor Wilson (OH)
Scott (GA) Teague Wilson (SC)
Scott (VA) Terry Wittman
Sensenbrenner Thompson (CA)  Wolf
Serrano Thompson (MS)  Woolsey
Sessions Thompson (PA) Wu
Sestak Thornberry Yarmuth
Shadegg Tiahrt Young (AK)
Shea-Porter Tiberi Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—13

Barrett (SC) Hoekstra Putnam
Carnahan Jackson Lee Souder
Carney (TX) Tsongas
Cole Meeks (NY) Wamp
Davis (AL) Melancon

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes re-
maining to vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. PUTNAM. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
No. 260, | was unavoidably detained. Had |
been present, | would have voted “yea.”

———

NATIONAL WOMEN’S HEALTH
WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res.
268, on which the yeas and nays were
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
TowNs) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 268.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 418, nays 0,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 261]

YEAS—418
Ackerman Arcuri Barrow
Aderholt Austria Bartlett
Adler (NJ) Baca Barton (TX)
Akin Bachmann Bean
Alexander Bachus Becerra
Altmire Baird Berkley
Andrews Baldwin Berman

Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boccieri
Boehner
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boozman
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boustany
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Braley (IA)
Bright
Broun (GA)
Brown (SC)
Brown, Corrine
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Butterfield
Buyer
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Cantor
Cao
Capito
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carson (IN)
Carter
Cassidy
Castle
Castor (FL)
Chaffetz
Chandler
Childers
Chu
Clarke
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cohen
Conaway
Connolly (VA)
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Culberson
Cummings
Dahlkemper
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis (KY)
Davis (TN)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dent
Deutch
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Dreier
Driehaus
Duncan
Edwards (MD)
Edwards (TX)
Ehlers
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emerson
Engel

Eshoo
Etheridge
Fallin

Farr

Fattah
Filner

Flake
Fleming
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster

Foxx

Frank (MA)
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gallegly
Garamendi
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Giffords
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon (TN)
Granger
Graves
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guthrie
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hall (TX)
Halvorson
Hare
Harman
Harper
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Heinrich
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins

Hill

Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden

Holt

Honda

Hoyer
Hunter
Inglis

Inslee

Israel

Issa

Jackson (IL)
Jenkins
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones

Jordan (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick (MI)
Kilroy

Kind

King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kirkpatrick (AZ)
Kissell

Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Kosmas
Kratovil
Kucinich
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Latta

Lee (CA)

Lee (NY)
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Maffei
Maloney
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey (CO)
Markey (MA)
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McCotter
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McIntyre
McKeon
McMahon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meek (FL)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minnick
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (NY)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Myrick
Nadler (NY)
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Nye
Oberstar
Obey
Olson
Olver
Ortiz
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Paul
Paulsen
Payne
Pence
Perlmutter
Perriello
Peters
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Polis (CO)
Pomeroy
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Putnam
Quigley
Radanovich
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Rahall Schwartz Thompson (MS)
Rangel Scott (GA) Thompson (PA)
Rehberg Scott (VA) Thornberry
Reichert Sensenbrenner Tiahrt
Reyes Serrano Tiberi
Richardson Sessions Tierney
Rodriguez Sestak Titus
Roe (TN) Shadegg Tonko
Rogers (AL) Shea-Porter Towns
Rogers (KY) Sherman Tsongas
Rogers (MI) Shimkus Turner
Rohrabacher Shuler Upton
Rooney Shuster Van Hollen
Ros-Lehtinen Simpson Velazquez
Roskam Sires Visclosky
Ross Skelton Walden
Rothman (NJ) Slaughter Walz
Roybal-Allard Smith (NE) Wasserman
Royce Smith (NJ) Schultz
Ruppersberger Smith (TX) Waters
Rush Smith (WA) Watson
Ryan (OH) Snyder Watt
Ryan (WI) Space Waxman
Salazar Speier Weiner
Sanchez, Linda Spratt Welch

T. Stark Westmoreland
Sanchez, Loretta Stearns Whitfield
Sarbanes Stupak Wilson (OH)
Scalise Sullivan Wilson (SC)
Schakowsky Sutton Wittman
Schauer Tanner Wolf
Schiff Taylor Wu
Schmidt Teague Yarmuth
Schock Terry Young (AK)
Schrader Thompson (CA) Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—I12

Barrett (SC) Hoekstra Souder
Carney Jackson Lee Wamp
Cole (TX) Woolsey
Davis (AL) King (IA)

Donnelly (IN) Meeks (NY)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members have 2 minutes left
on this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
concurrent resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, on May 12,
2010, | was unavoidably detained and was un-
able to record my vote for rollcall No. 261.
Had | been present | would have voted: Roll-
call No. 261. “Yes”—Supporting the goals and
ideals of National Women’s Health Week, and
for other purposes.

———
0 1445

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill, H.R. 5116, the
America COMPETES Reauthorization
Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

———
AMERICA COMPETES
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2010

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1344 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in


mmaher
Text Box
 CORRECTION 

October 6, 2010, Congressional Record
Correction To Page H3356
May 12, 2010 on H3356 the following appeared: call No. 221.

The online version should be corrected to read: Call No. 261.



May 12, 2010

the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 5116.

[ 1450
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 5116) to
invest in innovation through research
and development, to improve the com-
petitiveness of the United States, and
for other purposes, with Ms. NORTON in
the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
GORDON) and the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL) each will control 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

On October 12, 2005, in response to a
bipartisan request by the Science and
Technology Committee and some of
our colleagues in the Senate, the Na-
tional Academies released the report
“Rising Above the Gathering Storm.”
The distinguished panel, led by Norm
Augustine, the former CEO of Lock-
heed Martin, and which also included
Craig Barrett of Intel, the current Sec-
retary of Energy, Steve Chu, and a cast
of other distinguished academic and
business leaders, painted a very dire
picture. The report made clear that
without action, the future was bleak
for our children and grandchildren.
This report was, without question, a
call to arms.

The Science and Technology Com-
mittee, along with several committees
in the Senate, moved forward by turn-
ing the ‘‘Gathering Storm” rec-
ommendation into legislative Ilan-
guage. The final result was the enact-
ment of the America COMPETES Act
of 2007, with the bipartisan support of
366 Members. Moreover, with the lead-
ership of Senators ALEXANDER and
BINGAMAN and 69 Senate cosponsors,
the Senate approved the conference re-
port by unanimous consent. Now, after
3 years, we are back to work on reau-
thorizing the America COMPETES Act.

Since the enactment of America
COMPETES, the Science and Tech-
nology Committee has held 48 hearings
on areas addressed in the bill consid-

ered by the House today. Going
through regular order, our sub-
committee, in a bipartisan process,

brought the full committee to a strong
body of work. The bill was approved by
the Science and Technology Com-
mittee on April 28, with a bipartisan
vote of 29-8.

I want to thank all of the members of
our committee for their work, and
more importantly, their contribution
to this bill.

Since I became chairman of the com-
mittee, it has been my goal for this to
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be a committee of good ideas and con-
sensus. But more importantly, I have
wanted an inclusive process that en-
couraged members on all sides to bring
forward ideas and to discuss them.

I am proud of the process that we’ve
used in bringing this bill to the House,
and I believe this is a better bill today
because of the hard work of our mem-
bers. So I thank them for their efforts.

I would also like to thank the major-
ity and minority staffs for the many
hours of thoughtful work they have
committed to this bill.

Many significant pieces of legislation
come before this House. We all know
that. But, honestly, I feel strongly that
this bill is a big deal and it’s impor-
tant. It’s a big deal and important for
our country and for this Congress. It’s
a big deal and an important step in
leading our Nation’s innovation agenda
in the face of growing global competi-
tion. It’s a big deal and important for
the business community, including the
U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers,
and the Business Roundtable, which is
why they have been so supportive. It’s
a big deal and important to our univer-
sities and our national labs, and it’s a
big deal and important to our children
and grandchildren so they will not be
the first generation of Americans to in-
herit a standard of living lower than
their parents.

If we are to reverse the trend of the
last 20 years where our country’s tech-
nological edge in the world has dimin-
ished, we must make the investments
necessary today. The statistics speak
for themselves. More than 50 percent of
our economic growth since World War
II can be attributed to the development
and adoption of new technologies.

The path is simple. Research and
education lead to innovation. Innova-
tion leads to economic development
and good-paying jobs and the revenue
to pay for more research. And as pri-
vate firms underinvest in research and
development because the returns are
too far off in the future, there is a clear
and necessary role of government to
help our Nation keep pace with the rest
of the world.

To quickly summarize, the America
COMPETES Reauthorization Act of
2010, H.R. 5116, makes investments in
science innovation, education to
strengthen U.S. scientific economic
leadership, supports business, and cre-
ates jobs in the short, mid, and long
term.

In the short term, Federal programs
like the innovative technological Fed-
eral loan guarantees addresses the im-
mediate need of small- and medium-
sized manufacturers. In the midterm,
the bill will strengthen regional econo-
mies through programs like the re-
gional innovation clusters.

To ensure its scientific and techno-
logical leadership now and long into
the future, the bill makes investments
in the basic research. The bill includes
a reauthorization of the Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency for Energy,
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ARPA-E. Even before the price of oil
hit today’s record highs, ‘‘Gathering
Storm’ recommended greater energy
independence. But as we move to a
cleaner, more efficient and more bal-
anced economic portfolio, we should
not trade our dependency on foreign oil
for a dependency on foreign tech-
nology. This is why ARPA-E is so im-
portant.

The bill also includes an authoriza-
tion for Energy Innovation Hubs which
will each focus on overcoming a single
technological barrier to achieving our
national energy innovation goals. The
bill will double authorization funding
for our basic research programs, the
National Science Foundation, the De-
partment of Energy Office of Science,
the labs at the National Institute of
Standards and Technology over the
next 10 years.

Throughout the committee process,
there was a lot of legitimate discussion
about Federal deficits. And I agree, we
must address the challenges presented
by our deficits, but we also must invest
in our country’s future. I remember
Newt Gingrich saying one of his great-
est regrets was not doubling the fund-
ing for NSF when he put NIH on a dou-
bling path.

During the committee consideration
of this bill, we made some significant
changes to the bill’s authorization lev-
els. But we will maintain a doubling
path for our research accounts over the
next 10 years. We do so on a slightly
less aggressive trajectory.

The bill, as introduced, included au-
thorizations totaling approximately $93
billion over b5 years. The bill we con-
sider today includes authorizations of
approximately $84 billion. This rep-
resents a 10.3 percent reduction in
funding for the introduction of the bill,
or a reduction of more than $9.6 billion
over b years.

This bill provides a stable, sustain-
able, and achievable set of authoriza-
tion levels that balance the importance
of these investments with the reality
of our current budget deficits.

Another important element of the
funding roadmap in the bill is cer-
tainty. As we know, most successful
businesses do not operate in a 1-year
timetable. They generate plans years
in advance. In fact, many businesses
operate using at least a 5-year plan. So
as we continue to climb out of the
worst economic downturn in a genera-
tion, we need a 5-year plan to reinvest
in our intellectual capital, our research
enterprise, and our workforce training.
This becomes even more important
when comparing our efforts to other
nations.

Our global competitors, most notably
China, increase innovation in b5-year
windows. They write a b5-year plan,
watch its progress, and in year 4, they
begin on the next 5-year plan. The time
has come for our country to establish a
clear path forward with a thoughtful,
responsible 5-year plan.
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Finally, let me say that more than 50
years ago when DARPA was first cre-
ated, no one had an idea that the re-
search it would fund would be respon-
sible for creation of the Internet or the
proliferation of GPS technologies, but
it did. Those innovations started with
Federal dollars, as did countless other
game-changing technologies.

O 1500

There is an undeniable relationship
between the investment in R&D and
the creation of jobs, the creation of
companies, and economic growth. But
don’t just take my word for it. The
Joint Economic Committee released a
report this week that shows the eco-
nomic benefits from Federal invest-
ment in research.

The Science Coalition, a nonprofit,
nonpartisan organization of the Na-
tion’s leading research universities, re-
leased a report this week entitled
“Sparking Economic Growth: How Fed-
erally Funded University Research Cre-
ates Innovation, New Companies, and
Jobs.” This report tells the stories of
100 companies, including Google, Cisco,
SAS, Genentech, Orbital Sciences, Sun
Power, Medtronic, and Hewlett-Pack-
ard, that were all created based on re-
search funded with Federal dollars.

And, last, there are the sponsors of
this important legislation. The U.S.
Chamber of Commerce, the Business
Roundtable, the National Association
of Manufacturers, the Council of Com-
petitiveness, the Task Force of Amer-
ican Innovation, the American Chem-
ical Society, as well as a growing list
of over 1,000 major companies, univer-
sities, trade associations, and profes-
sional organizations, all understanding
the benefits to U.S. companies of mak-
ing a sustained commitment to re-
search and STEM education.

COMPETES is and will continue to
be a bipartisan, bicameral effort that
every Member of this House can feel
ownership of and should take bragging
rights on.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise today to speak on H.R. 5116, a
bill reauthorizing the America COM-
PETES Act. COMPETES was originally
authorized in 2007 in response to rec-
ommendations in the National Acad-
emies Report, ‘“Rising Above the Gath-
ering Storm,” and initiatives proposed
in President Bush’s American Competi-
tiveness Initiative that stressed the
need for increased investments in basic
science research and development. The
2007 House-passed bill was a 3-year au-
thorization that placed three agencies,
the National Science Foundation, the
National Institute of Standards and
Technology, and the Office of Science
at the Department of Energy on a 10-
year doubling path.

I remain committed to the under-
lying goals of the America COMPETES
Act. I like the thrust. I like the goals.
Most of us on our side of the docket
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did. We believe that we should continue
to prioritize investments in basic re-
search and science, technology, engi-
neering, and mathematics—the
STEM—education. These long-term in-
vestments, coupled with policies that
reduce tax burdens, streamline Federal
regulations, and balance the Federal
budget, are necessary steps for our Na-
tion to remain competitive in the glob-
al marketplace.

However, the bill goes far beyond the
original intent and scope of the COM-
PETES legislation. One of my primary
concerns is the cost of the overall
package. At $86 billion, it represents
over $22 billion in new funding above
the fiscal year 2010 basic level. Even if
you consider the 10-year doubling path
for the three agencies as opposed to
flat funding, the bill is still almost $8
billion over that amount.

It is also important to note that
these agencies received an additional
$56 billion in the American Recovery
and Reinvestment Act. Given the cur-
rent state of our national economy and
the fact that our Nation’s budget def-
icit has increased 50 percent since the
last authorization 3 years ago, we have
to be mindful of our spending if Amer-
ica is to continue to compete globally.

I am also concerned by the creation
of several new programs in this bill, in-
cluding Energy Innovation Hubs at
DOE, a loan guarantee program at the
Department of Commerce, and regional
innovation clusters at the Department
of Commerce. Several of these new pro-
grams fund activities beyond basic
science research and development, and
many are potentially duplicative of
current efforts and could divert money
away from priority basic research.

Given the number of new programs in
this bill, it is especially troubling that
the authorization length is 5 years, as
it limits congressional oversight oppor-
tunities and calls for out-year funding
increases without regard to the current
and future fiscal environment.

At the full committee markup in
April, Republicans offered 39 amend-
ments to, among other things, address
increased costs, shifts in priorities, du-
plications of programs, and congres-
sional oversight. Some of these con-
cerns will be debated today as part of
our amendment process.

Before I close, I would also like to
thank and acknowledge my staff for all
of the hard work they have done on
this bill. I also want to thank Chair-
man GORDON and his staff for all of
their efforts. Chairman GORDON and I
have worked together in this body for
several years, and I will absolutely
miss working with him when he retires
at the end of this year. As a matter of
fact, as he leaves this session, I hope
we can name part of this program after
BART GORDON because he is the father
of it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, how much time do we have?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Tennessee has 20% minutes remaining.
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Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, I yield to the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. WU), the chairman of our
Technology and Innovation Sub-
committee, 12 minutes.

Mr. WU. I thank the chairman.

I rise today in strong support of
America COMPETES, and I want to
recognize the tremendous leadership
which Chairman GORDON has given in
this effort. He is the father of this bill.
He has created the ARPA-E energy ini-
tiative in this bill and has shown tre-
mendous leadership by pushing this ef-
fort forward.

I am particularly proud of the con-
tribution that my subcommittee, the
Technology and Innovation Sub-
committee, has made to this legisla-
tion. Innovation is absolutely crucial
to our Nation’s long-term global com-
petitiveness. It is our economic seed
corn, and we have a responsibility to
support the kind of economic environ-
ment that empowers our Nation’s pri-
vate sector to innovate and create jobs.

The bipartisan legislation we are
considering today will strengthen our
Nation’s economic competitiveness by
creating an environment that encour-
ages innovation and facilitates eco-
nomic growth. It will create high wage,
middle class jobs through innovation
and technologic development. Among
other things, the bill makes critical in-
vestments in the Manufacturing Exten-
sion Partnership, which will help this
vital program better address the needs
of our Nation’s small- and medium-
sized manufacturers.

Of particular importance is the new
focus of the MEP program on finding
out what the local job market really
needs and helping community colleges
focus job training on these particular
needs so that the retrained workers
can find work nearby. America COM-
PETES is the cornerstone of our Na-
tion’s global competitiveness, and to-
day’s reauthorization bill represents
another crucial step in implementing
the innovation agenda.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair, 1
yield 4 minutes to Mr. SENSENBRENNER,
the gentleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Madam Chairman, I rise today in op-
position to H.R. 5116, the America
COMPETES Reauthorization Act.
Madam Chairman, I support efforts to
invest in science and technology. In
these tough economic times, we must
look ahead and recognize the necessity
of research and experimentation in de-
veloping new products and improving
existing ones. If the U.S. wants to re-
main the leader in technological inno-
vation, it is imperative that we invig-
orate investment in private sector in-
novation so that we can expand our
global leadership in high technology
and spur greater economic growth do-
mestically.

As the former chairman of the House
Science Committee, I understand the
importance of promoting policies that
strengthen America’s technological



May 12, 2010

leadership, and recognize the endless
economic benefits when innovation
takes place. However, once again, we
are seeing the majority ignore rising
deficits and continue on the path of
reckless spending. As some of my col-
leagues have already noted, this legis-
lation includes $22 billion in new fund-
ing over this year’s base. Our national
debt stands at $13 trillion, and our defi-
cits are up 50 percent over the past 3
years. The majority cannot continue to
pile the debt upon our children and
grandchildren.

It strikes me as odd that we are
ramping up funding for this act when
the programs that it funds are only
starting to be implemented. Without
having the opportunity to perform
proper oversight to know which pro-
grams are effective and which are not,
it appears that we are simply here
today to throw another $86 billion at
the wall to see what sticks.

The legislation before us goes beyond
basic research and development activi-
ties. It creates several duplicative and
unnecessary programs. Take, for exam-
ple, the creation of the new Energy In-
novation Hub program. The adminis-
tration’s fiscal year 2011 budget in-
cluded funding for a hub on batteries
and energy storage; however, budget
documents indicate that there are at
least five other DOE programs which
conduct similar energy storage R&D
activities. Unfortunately, this is not
the only example of a proposed hub
that appears to duplicate existing R&D
efforts.

Additionally, this legislation not
only dramatically increases spending,
but shifts the focus of the original
America COMPETES Act of basic re-
search to increased spending on later-
stage technology development and
commercialization efforts. I do not be-
lieve that the government ought to be
in the business of picking winners and
losers; however, that is exactly what
the provisions of this legislation at-
tempt to do.

Throughout the legislation, there is
an emphasis on climate change re-
search and reduction of greenhouse gas
emissions. It troubles me to see in a
competitiveness bill the prominence of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions as a
policy objective. This legislation effec-
tively seeks to prohibit the pursuit of
technologies that would advance en-
ergy independence through expanded
supplier production of domestic energy
resources.

In order for the U.S. to continue to
compete and to be an innovative leader
throughout the world, we must ensure
we devote the proper resources and in-
centives in basic research and develop-
ment. However, this legislation is not
the answer. I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on this
bill.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, I yield 12 minutes to the sub-
committee chairman of the Research
and Science Education Committee, Dr.
LIPINSKI.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Madam Chair, I rise
in strong support of this bill, and I
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want to thank Chairman GORDON for
his tremendous leadership on this
issue. Passage of this bill will help
produce a brighter future for our Na-
tion and our Nation’s workers or, put
more simply, this bill means jobs.

As a former college professor, an en-
gineer, and a ceaseless advocate for
American manufacturing, I want to
focus on the National Science Founda-
tion title, which comes from my bill,
H.R. 4997. Besides keeping NSF on its
doubling path, it significantly in-
creases support for basic research,
STEM education, graduate education,
and technology transfer. That is turn-
ing research into jobs.

In addition to our newly created NSF
manufacturing and research program
and a reauthorization of the National
Nanotechnology Initiative, it includes
a funding increase for MEP programs
and a new innovative technology loan
guarantee program.

The COMPETES Act also includes
provisions to address the serious dete-
rioration in the state of our research
infrastructure, both at universities and
our national labs, which threatens
America’s competitiveness. In addi-
tion, the GENIUS Act is included, a bi-
partisan bill I introduced with Rep-
resentative WOLF to allow the NSF to
offer innovative inducement prizes.

The COMPETES Reauthorization Act
takes a proactive and bipartisan ap-
proach to securing America’s position
in a 21st century global economy and
creating jobs, and I urge my colleagues
to vote for this bill.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
woman, I yield 3 minutes to the gentle-
lady from Illinois, a member of the
committee, Mrs. BIGGERT.

Mrs. BIGGERT. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and Madam Chair,
I rise in support of H.R. 5116, the Amer-
ica COMPETES Reauthorization Act of
2010.

I commend Chairman GORDON and
Ranking Member HALL for their efforts
to move this bill through regular order
and for working with Members on both
sides to make improvements to the
bill.

Like many of my colleagues here, 1
strongly supported in 2007 the original
America COMPETES Act, which be-
came our Nation’s first coordinated
and strategic investment plan aimed at
maintaining U.S. leadership in science
and technology.

Based on the recommendations in the
National Academies report, ‘“Rising
Above the Gathering Storm,’”’ this bill
we are considering today will build on
the investments of the 2007 legislation
and preserve U.S. leadership in math,
science, and engineering education, and
basic research development and com-
mercialization opportunities for our
country.

As some have suggested, H.R. 5116 is
not without flaws. I share the concerns
my colleagues have about the creation
of new programs and higher funding
levels contained in the bill. Some of
our concerns were addressed in com-
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mittee, some were not. That said, I
also urge my colleagues to keep in
mind that this bill is, above all else, an
investment in scientific advancement,
with proven economic returns for many
years to come.

At the heart of the COMPETES Act
is the reauthorization of the Depart-
ment of Energy’s Office of Science and
the National Science Foundation, two
programs that form the backbone of
basic research and education in univer-
sities and laboratories across the coun-
try. Their reauthorization is critical to
America’s ability to maintain a tech-
nological and competitive edge over
our European and Asian competitors in
the global economy.
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In particular, the Office of Science
supports 40 percent of basic research in
the United States and ensures that the
U.S. retains its dominance in such key
scientific fields as mnanotechnology,
materials science, biotechnology, and
supercomputing—all areas in which
emerging technology is laying the
groundwork for a new generation of
products and services. The Office of
Science is especially critical to States
like Illinois, where university and lab-
oratory research and development sup-
ports 68,000 high-tech jobs, according to
the Illinois Science and Technology
Coalition. Furthermore, the Office of
Science maintains large-scale user fa-
cilities like at Argonne National Lab-
oratory in my district. These facilities
provide scientists from both the public
and private sector with the tools that
they need to turn groundbreaking re-
search into real, tangible tools and
benefits for consumers, patients, en-
ergy users, and other sectors. In my
district alone, dozens of firms have
spun off from the research started at
Argonne and gone on to become major
employers and economic leaders.

Consider this. In 1 year, the user fa-
cility at Argonne will host 3,500 re-
searchers from 50 States, 145 U.S. com-
panies, and 265 universities.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
woman, I yield the gentlewoman 1 ad-
ditional minute.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Without this sup-
port, research breakthroughs in AIDS
medications, alternative fuels, and in-
frastructure materials would not have
been possible. Fortunately, with this
reauthorization of COMPETES, we will
have the ability to realize the promises
of scientific innovation much faster.

Too often, I hear from small busi-
nesses in my district about what I call
the ‘‘valley of death’—that period
when a firm has developed a new tech-
nology but faces difficulty commer-
cializing it and moving it into the mar-
ket. By facilitating commercialization
and opening access to advanced Federal
facilities, this bill removes those hur-
dles.

Madam Chairman, in a struggling
economy where investment dollars are
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scarce and new opportunities are at a
premium, we should put our Nation’s
immense scientific talent and exten-
sive infrastructure to work creating
and developing the products and jobs of
tomorrow.

With that, I would urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, let me first point out that my
friend from Texas (Mr. HALL) is not
doing a Roy Orbison impersonation
today. He had a cataract removed ear-
lier and that’s the reason he periodi-
cally is wearing his sunglasses. A lesser
person wouldn’t have made it today. I
compliment Mr. HALL for being here.

I yield 1 minute to our very distin-
guished majority leader, the gentleman
from Maryland, STENY HOYER.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
from Tennessee, the chairman of the
committee, for yielding. I congratulate
Mr. HALL, my good friend from Texas,
for his leadership. And I rise in support
of the America COMPETES Act.

I want to congratulate Mr. GORDON in
particular. Mr. GORDON has been fo-
cused on the subject matter of this
bill—innovation, entrepreneurial ef-
forts, science, technology, math, and
engineering efforts—to make our econ-
omy more competitive worldwide and
more vibrant here at home. This bill
creates jobs in the short term and
builds a strong foundation for pros-
perity in the long term. That’s what we
need to be focusing on. That’s what
Americans want us to focus on. They
want us to get jobs now. But they also
want to have a resilient, growing econ-
omy for the future. We can accomplish
both goals by expanding our support
for research and development so that
the United States remains the world’s
technology leader.

This bill establishes innovative tech-
nology Federal loan guarantees for
small- and medium-sized manufactur-
ers. Those loans, which are especially
needed at a time when credit is tight,
will help our businesses keep pace with
a changing economy, increase produc-
tivity, and hold their own with over-
seas competitors. By supporting inno-
vation, as this bill does, this bill will
help those businesses save and create
jobs. It will also promote job growth
and innovation on the regional level by
creating regional innovation clusters—
collections of local businesses that col-
laborate on emerging technology in
similar fields.

As Chairman BART GORDON of the
Science and Technology Committee
has observed, ‘‘Clusters can strengthen
or revive a region’s economy and can
advance the work being done in their
field by bringing their leaders together
to share ideas and build off one an-
other.” I agree with that comment.
That’s why I think they’re so impor-
tant.

However, as Mike Muro of the Metro-
politan Policy Program at the Brook-
ings Institution points out, America
““lags other nations in fostering these
distributed, bottom-up systems of busi-
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ness development, innovation, and tal-
ent matching. The time has come,” Mr.
Muro went on, ‘‘for America to make
regional industry networks a defining
aspect of the Nation’s effort to cata-
lyze the next era of high-quality job
creation and growth.” BART GORDON
and the Science and Tech Committee
have done that. I congratulate them
for that. It’s an encouraging step that
this bill does just that.

In addition, the America COMPETES
Act helps ensure that our workforce
will meet the challenges of the 2l1st
century economy, by investing in
science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics. It reauthorizes and in-
creases funding for the vital National
Science Foundation, which promotes
cutting-edge research by funding inno-
vation in fields from computer science
to mathematics to genomics.

Madam Chair, Federal support for re-
search is one of the best investments
we can make. I congratulate Mr. GOR-
DON, again, not only on his leadership
on this bill, but on his leadership
through the decades that he has served
in this institution on these very issues.
Federally supported research gave us
GPS, the computer mouse, computer-
aided design, and the Internet. There’s
no telling the ways in which it might
shape our lives in the years to come.
The legacy that Mr. GORDON will
leave—unfortunately, he’s leaving our
midst at the end of this year, volun-
tarily, deciding to do some other
things. I congratulate him, though, on
the extraordinary contributions he’s
made during his years of service here.

In a competitive world economy, the
National Science Foundation reported
that our R&D expenditure has fallen as
a share of the world total, as the grow-
ing Asian economies gain a greater
share. This bill can, and will, help re-
verse that trend. The America COM-
PETES Act won bipartisan support the
first time Congress authorized it in
2007. I hope and expect that that bill
will garner such bipartisan support
that it deserves this time around.

Again, in closing, Madam Chair, let
me congratulate Mr. GORDON and
thank Mr. HALL for his role.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
woman, may I inquire as to how much
time I have left?

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Texas has 19 minutes remaining.

Mr. HALL of Texas. I thank the
chairwoman.

Madam Chair, I yield 5 minutes to
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROHRABACHER).

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Chair, I
rise in opposition to H.R. 5116, but let
me begin by congratulating Chairman
GORDON for the great leadership that
he’s provided while he’s been chairman
of the committee, as well as the great
cooperation and leadership that Rank-
ing Member HALL has provided us.
These two gentlemen have exemplified
the very best of our democratic sys-
tem. Back now to this piece of legisla-
tion, however.

May 12, 2010

The theoretical purpose of the Amer-
ica COMPETES Reauthorization Act is
to enhance the Nation’s long-term eco-
nomic competitiveness through invest-
ments in science and technology. I sup-
port this laudable goal, as I have for
more than 21 years as a member of the
Committee on Science and Technology,
including 10 years in which I was a sub-
committee chairman. But I cannot sup-
port this legislation which, simply put,
authorizes too much funding in too
many wrongheaded ways.

While I'm certain this bill was draft-
ed with the best of intentions and mo-
tivations, I strongly disagree that this
is in our Nation’s best interests. Amer-
ican investments in science and tech-
nology cannot operate in a vacuum. We
need a broader strategy that prioritizes
spending, reduces debt, eliminates defi-
cits, and provides clarity, stability,
and the appropriate regulatory envi-
ronment. Only this combined policy,
with all of the difficult analysis and
hard choices that it entails, will allow
America to maintain our technological
edge. But this legislation makes no
choices. It simply authorizes more and
more spending.

We cannot enhance our long-term
competitiveness by mortgaging the fu-
ture of our children and grandchildren.
That is precisely what this legislation
does. The Congressional Budget Office
says that implementing this legislation
will cost $85 billion, a 32 percent in-
crease over the FY 2010 baseline. This
will clearly elevate the level of deficit
spending for our country. We’re talking
about borrowing money from China
and other foreign nations to meet the
goals of this legislation. It’s new spend-
ing on top of old, creating towering
debt. Like a game of Jenga, we're erod-
ing the base by piling even greater bur-
dens on an increasingly unstable sys-
tem, hoping that the whole thing won’t
just fall apart while we’re holding the
ball. Well, instead, if we manage to get
through this without a total collapse,
the way our country is going, we will
be burying our children in debt. And
that is not an option we should be ad-
vocating. We should go at the debt leg-
islation by legislation, as we are today.

At the same time, in this legislation
there is no prioritization of programs
and spending, no attempt at increasing
efficiencies or at restructuring pro-
grams that would be expected to be re-
authorized in a bill of this size and
complexity. There aren’t even any
commonsense safeguards to make sure
that these funds won’t promote foreign
competitors. If we finance foreign re-
searchers who then return home with
their new capabilities, it certainly
won’t help America compete. Perhaps,
if the money will go to train foreigners
and subsidize companies not owned by
Americans, we should name this the
America DEPLETES Act. Creating new
Federal programs or expanding exist-
ing programs should always be done
with caution and oversight. Estab-
lishing new programs, especially in
times of economic downturn, means in-
creasing deficit spending, which in



May 12, 2010

itself is something that will drag down
productivity and economic activity.

Along with some good things, this
legislation creates new programs which
are unnecessary and wasteful and
which, as some of my fellow colleagues
have already pointed out, are redun-
dant to existing programs. All of this
while increasing the level of deficit
spending. This is not a roadmap to
progress for a better future. It’s just
another well-intentioned spending pro-
gram, financed by borrowing, that will
propel America over the economic cliff
to which we are headed.

Over this last year, spending more,
borrowing more, taxing more, sub-
sidizing more, and running up the level
of Federal deficit spending at such a
record pace has not spurred our econ-
omy. It has not caused economic
growth or reversed the economic crisis
and challenge which we find ourselves
confronting today. I believe those
pushing this legislation are well-inten-
tioned, but they’re not diligent. Dili-
gence would require prioritization, pro-
gram restructuring, regulatory relief,
and tearing down the roadblocks to
using the technologies that we already
have, rather than just spending more
and more.

So, with that, I suggest that there
are good parts to this bill, but I would
have to rise in opposition.
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Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, I yield 12 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington, Dr. Baird,
the outstanding subcommittee chair-
man of the Energy and the Environ-
ment Subcommittee.

Mr. BAIRD. Madam Chair, I think
one of the best things that can happen
to a Member of Congress is the privi-
lege to serve on a committee you are
passionate about and with a chairman
and ranking member who you have
deep respect for, and that certainly ap-
plies to the Science Committee chair-
man and ranking member.

America COMPETES is about jobs; it
is about energy independence; it is
about better foreign policy; and it is
about leaving a cleaner, healthier envi-
ronment for our children and our
grandchildren. Contrary to some of the
things some of the opponents have
said, this is, in fact, one of the very
best investments we can make in our
future. Every day and in this room
today are young Americans watching
this process. This bill is about their fu-
ture. It’s about whether they’ll have
qualified, well-trained scientists, engi-
neers and mathematicians as profes-
sors and mentors. It’s about whether
this country will have the technology
to lead the world in the next century
and the rest of this century on energy
independence. It is about discoveries
that will transform lives and transform
this Nation.

I'm particularly proud of the author-
ization work in this to reauthorize the
DOE Office of Basic Science. They
produce outstanding work, as my col-
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league Mrs. BIGGERT said earlier, but I
am also particularly impressed with
some of the new programs of the origi-
nal America COMPETES, notably the
ARPA-E program. If anything this
Congress does is going to turn around
the economy not just for the short
term but for the long term, it is inno-
vations like that which will result
from the authorization of the America
COMPETES Act, ARPA-E, NSF reau-
thorization, NIST, and all of the other
elements. This is critical legislation,
absolutely critical for the future
strength, national security, economic
health and jobs of our citizens, and I
urge its passage.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, I recognize for 1%2 minutes the
gentlelady from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON), a valued member of the
Science and Technology Committee.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Chair, I rise in support
of H.R. 5116, the America COMPETES
Reauthorization Act. My colleagues
and I on the Committee on Science and
Technology have held numerous hear-
ings and markups to prepare the legis-
lation that is before us today. It puts
the National Science Foundation and
the Department of Energy’s Office of
Science on a path to double their re-
search budgets, and it’s needed. It will
prepare thousands of new teachers and
provide current teachers with better
materials and skills by reauthorizing
the Noyce Teacher Scholarship Pro-
gram. It also reauthorizes grant pro-
grams to increase the number of ad-
vanced placement teachers in high-
need schools and provides students in
high-need communities with access to
laboratory experiences. As women and
minorities continue to be underrep-
resented in the sciences, the America
COMPETES Act includes many provi-
sions that will strengthen diversity in
our Nation’s scientific enterprise.

I am pleased that during committee
we prohibited the consolidation of pro-
grams that serve minority institutions
and students. I also applaud the com-
mittee for including the Fulfilling the
Potential of Women in Academic
Science and Engineering Act, which is
important legislation that I sponsored
for two Congresses. I also applaud
many of the other provisions in this
legislation that promise to ensure
America COMPETES includes all
Americans. These provisions will have
schools around the Nation elevate their
math and science programs so that
they can achieve the standard exempli-
fied by the School of Science and Engi-
neering at Townview in Dallas. This
school is rated the best in the Nation
among public high schools and has
been that for 10 years.

Madam Chair, I want to commend
Chairman GORDON and Ranking Mem-
ber HALL for their hard work on this
legislation. This bill was put together
in a bipartisan fashion. It represents a
concerted effort to create a more com-

H3361

petitive science and engineering work-
force. I support this bill, Madam Chair,
and I urge my colleagues to vote in
favor of it.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee.
much time is remaining?

The CHAIR. The gentleman has 13%
minutes remaining on his time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Thank
you, Madam Chair.

I yield 12 minutes to the gentle-
woman from Arizona (Ms. GIFFORDS),
the chairman of the Space and Aero-
nautics Subcommittee.

Ms. GIFFORDS. Madam Chair, first I
would like to congratulate Chairman
GORDON and also Ranking Member
HALL for this legislation. Three years
ago, this body recognized the impor-
tance that science and technology play
on our 21st century workforce, and we
took action by passing the America
COMPETES Act of 2007. We heeded the
warnings from the National Academies’
report, ‘‘Rising Above the Gathering
Storm.” American students were fall-
ing behind in science and mathematics,
and with their falling grades went our
ability to remain competitive in this
new global economy. That’s why I of-
fered amendments 3 years ago to help
students from low-income and rural
parts of America to get the support
they need to pursue careers in science,
technology, engineering and mathe-
matics. But we’re not through the
woods yet. Today we renew our com-
mitment by maintaining America’s
leadership by reauthorizing this legis-
lation.

This bipartisan bill is exactly the
sort this Congress should be focusing
on. It’s about the economy; it’s about
jobs; it’s about innovation; and it’s
about preparing for tomorrow. I want
to take a moment to mention a par-
ticular component of this legislation
which I am particularly proud to sup-
port. Earlier this year, I introduced the
21st Century Graduate STEM Edu-
cation Act which is now incorporated
into this legislation. We need to do ev-
erything we can to ensure that our stu-
dents at every level have the best
STEM education in the world so that
they can enter the workforce and
thrive. The grants created by this act
will help equip graduate students in
the STEM fields with the skills and
knowledge for careers so that they can
be successful outside of the traditional
academic track.

We need to see more engineers. We
need to see more mathematicians. We
need to see more scientists. We need to
see more Ph.D.- and master’s-level sci-
entists and engineers teaching in
schools, providing the next generation
of students with a solid foundation in
math and science.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to the

How
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gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MILLER), the chairman of the Oversight
Committee.

Mr. MILLER of North Carolina.
Madam Chair, if the next generation of
Americans is to be as prosperous as
ours, we must regain our edge in tech-
nology, innovation and education.
Even before the Great Recession, the
industries that North Carolinians long
relied upon—textiles, tobacco, fur-
niture—suffered one loss after another,
and most of our lost jobs are not com-
ing back. New jobs will either come
from science and research, or they
won’t come at all.

New technologies create new jobs,
and America must lead the way in de-
veloping new technologies and in bring-
ing those technologies to the market-
place. This bill will provide loans to
help small businesses keep their cur-
rent employees and hire more. Univer-
sities and private companies in my dis-
trict are already leaders in many
emerging technologies, including ad-
vanced energy technologies; and we
will greatly benefit from the provisions
of this bill that will create regional
economies around existing areas of ex-
pertise for innovation hubs. Finally,
this bill’s investment in basic research
will create jobs that we cannot now
even imagine.

On behalf of North Carolinians wor-
ried about what the future holds for
their children, I urge support of this
bill, and I thank Chairman GORDON for
his tireless work.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
woman, I continue to reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms. FUDGE),
another valued member of our com-
mittee, a new but active member.

Ms. FUDGE. Madam Chairman, I too
congratulate Chairman GORDON and
Ranking Member HALL on this land-
mark legislation. I am proud to have
had the opportunity to work with them
on this critical initiative. I represent
Cleveland, an area that is rapidly
strengthening its science and tech-
nology resume. In my district, the
Cleveland Clinic and University Hos-
pitals are performing revolutionary
biomedical research. Research and de-
velopment efforts are supported by the
students and faculty at Case Western
Reserve University, one of the leading
research universities in the country.
Also, the Ohio STEM learning network,
a paragon of STEM learning, has ex-
panded education to traditionally
underrepresented groups and is being
modeled in other areas of the country.

There is still work to be done. Col-
laboration among Federal agencies is
essential, which is why I have incor-
porated an amendment in committee
that would instruct the NSF, NIH, and
the Department of Education to col-
laborate in identifying grand chal-
lenges in education research and then
determine what specific role each agen-
cy should play. This section of COM-
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PETES instructs these agencies to so-
licit input from a variety of stake-
holders in STEM education, those who
know best the needs of a STEM com-
munity. This will ensure that the re-
search performed is relevant and use-
ful.

The America COMPETES Act draws
attention to what we really need to
focus on to continue our leadership and
innovation: STEM education and re-
search and development. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I continue to reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, I yield 1%2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND), the
chairman of the New Dems.

Mr. KIND. Madam Chair, I thank my
good friend and colleague from Ten-
nessee for yielding me this time. As
one of the co-chairs in the New Dem
Coalition, Madam Chair, I rise in
strong support of reauthorization of
the America COMPETES Act. The New
Democratic Coalition was strongly be-
hind the creation of America COM-
PETES in 2007, as we stand with this
reauthorization bill today.

I want to commend the leadership of
the Science Committee and all the
members for producing this legislation,
but especially our good friend from
Tennessee, Chairman GORDON, for the
vision and the leadership that he has
shown on this issue. Unfortunately,
we’re going to be losing Representative
GORDON to retirement this year, but I
can’t think of a more powerful or last-
ing legacy for any Member to leave
with than with the creation of the
America COMPETES Act.

What this legislation is about is
making sure the United States of
America remains the most innovative
and creative Nation in the world, that
we stay on the cutting edge of sci-
entific, medical and technological dis-
coveries and breakthroughs, that we’re
making sensible investments in basic
and applied research and also in work-
force development areas, especially in
those crucial fields of study, such as
science, technology, engineering, and
math.

We have a choice to make today,
whether to support these investments
or not and watch other nations in the
world do this for us. This bill is based
on the seminal studies that have oc-
curred previously through the National
Academy of Science, ‘“‘Rising Above the
Gathering Storm,’”’ or even before that
with the John Glenn Commission ‘‘Be-
fore It’s Too Late.” So the information
is in. The studies are complete. We
know what we have to do, and this is
one of those fundamental building
blocks to establish the groundwork for
long-term sustainable economic
growth. In short, this is about jobs
today, tomorrow, and in the future. I
encourage my colleagues to support
this reauthorization. And I congratu-
late Chairman GORDON for such an im-
portant bill and for his distinguished
service in Congress.
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Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, I yield 12 minutes to the gentle-
lady from New York (Mrs. MALONEY),
the chairman of the Joint Economic
Committee.

Mrs. MALONEY. Madam Chair, I rise
in support. This legislation will help to
bolster our Nation’s economic competi-
tiveness by supporting basic research,
the fundamental building block for in-
novation and making investments in
science, technology, engineering, and
math.

The Joint Economic Committee re-
leased a report this week looking at
the role of basic research in the R&D
process. The report highlights the crit-
ical role the Federal Government plays
in funding basic research. While the
Federal Government supports about
one-quarter of overall R&D, as you can
see on this chart, it funds more than
half, 57 percent, of basic research.
Without Federal involvement, basic re-
search would be underfunded because
the returns the private sector can gain
on basic research are smaller than the
broader benefits to our overall econ-
omy.

As we recover from the worst reces-
sion since the Great Depression, we
have to look under every rock to give
ourselves every chance of sparking in-
novations that will fuel future growth
and jobs. The America COMPETES re-
authorization funds the basic research
that will drive a new generation of in-
novation, spawning new technologies
and industries and leading to addi-
tional growth and jobs. America COM-
PETES will strengthen our economy
by making strategic investments in
America’s future. I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote
and applaud the chairman of the com-
mittee for his many years of service.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
LUJAN), another valued member of our
committee.

Mr. LUJAN. Madam Chair, I rise
today in support of the America COM-
PETES Reauthorization Act of 2010,
and I thank Chairman GORDON and
Ranking Member HALL for their work
on this important bill and all my col-
leagues on the Committee on Science
and Technology for their hard work.

During these difficult economic
times, it’s more important than ever to
make sure the United States has the
ability to compete globally. That’s why
this legislation is so sorely needed and
which is why I included language in
this bill that encourages cooperative
agreements between small businesses
and our national labs. Our national
laboratories are developing new tech-
nology that could change the way we
generate energy, keep our airports
safer, and make our hospitals
healthier. My language will make sure
this technology gets into a competitive
marketplace to encourage economic
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development and create jobs right here
in America.

The COMPETES Act also makes key
investments in science education, en-
suring that our students are prepared
for the jobs of the future. For too long,
there has been a divide that has kept
minority students out of these fields.
We must close this divide and make
sure that this generation of students
has the opportunity to be the next gen-
eration of scientists, researchers, and
inventors. That is why I included lan-
guage in this bill to help support His-
panic-Serving Institutions, Tribal Col-
leges and Universities, and other mi-
nority-serving institutions. The Amer-
ica COMPETES Act will drive innova-
tion, support small business, increase
American competitiveness, and create
jobs. I urge my colleagues to support
this bill.
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Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BILBRAY).

Mr. BILBRAY. Madam Chairman, I
regretfully stand up today in opposi-
tion to this bill, and it is not because
of major portions of the bill. I want to
say first of all, I want to thank the
chairman for his effort here in getting
as much of a bipartisan bill as possible.
He worked hard on this, and not just
this bill, but I think through the entire
years he has been chair, he has really
made an effort to do what a lot of peo-
ple talk about in this town but very
few are willing to do, and that is make
that bipartisan effort.

Sadly, Madam Chair, I have to oppose
this bill for one major issue, and that
is this bill does not take the effort to
make sure that the billions of dollars
in this bill do not go to illegal employ-
ers who are creating a crime problem
in my district and around this country.
All we have asked for is the ability to
assure our constituency that none of
the tax money that we are putting into
this bill at this effort will be diverted
into illegal activities such as hiring
people who are not legally present in
the United States.

As every Member of Congress knows,
the Federal Government requires that
all Federal departments, including
Members of Congress, use E-verifica-
tion system to ensure or at least make
the effort to avoid the situation where
Federal tax dollars are being diverted
into illegal employment.

The President of the United States
this year initiated a program of requir-
ing contractors to use the E-Verify sys-
tem to make sure that those tax dol-
lars didn’t go to contractors who were
illegally employing. All we asked with
this bill was that we include a provi-
sion that allows us to be able to ensure
our constituency that the same can be
said with this expenditure of billions of
dollars.

I have to say, I really feel remorse
for having to stand up now because it
has been such a great effort to try to
get it across and do the right thing. All
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I can say, Madam Chair, is I hope the
chairman, who knows how we feel
about this, is successful in the future
as this bill moves forward at including
the provision for this in this bill that
all employers, all contractors, all
grantees, do the right thing and the ap-
propriate thing by using E-Verify to
make sure that Federal funds are not
used in illegal activity.

So as we move forward, I would ask
that the chairman’s mark be looked at
as an opportunity to include the E-
Verify requirement; that when we go to
conference, the E-Verify requirement
be looked at as a possibility at that
level; and before we go to final adop-
tion, that we include the E-Verify in
this, because I think after what has
happened in the last few weeks, with
the outrage across this country, both
sides being very upset, the major thing
they are upset about is that Congress is
not taking the opportunity to do those
little things that common sense and
common decency say we should be
doing as legislators and addressing the
real source of the illegal immigration
problem, and that is the illegal em-
ployment. And if we cannot find
enough intestinal fortitude to require
those who are getting Federal grants
and Federal guarantees to play by the
rules and make sure they are not hir-
ing illegals, how can we go home to our
constituency and say we really do care,
let alone we’ve done enough.

I ask, Madam Chair, that we sadly
vote against this bill, even with all of
its great packages, until the essential
part of this is done, and that is requir-
ing that everybody who gets a loan
guarantee, everybody who gets a grant,
anybody who gives a job out under this
bill needs to make sure that it is going
to an American or a legal resident who
has the right under the law to be em-
ployed in this country. Until we do
that much, we really don’t have the
right to ask the American people to
pay for this bill.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Madam
Chair, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) for
a colloquy.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Madam Chair, section
404 of the bill reorganizes the NIST lab-
oratories, including creating an engi-
neering laboratory for manufacturing
and construction research. As you are
aware, NIST currently performs impor-
tant research on fire safety. Will this
restructuring of the current Building
and Fire Research Lab prevent NIST
from engaging in this important fire
safety research?

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. The gen-
tleman is correct that NIST does per-
form critical research on fire safety,
enabling safer fire codes and standards
and safer equipment for firefighters.
Nothing in this restructuring provision
will prevent NIST from continuing this
important work.

Mr. LIPINSKI.
GORDON.

Ms. HERSETH SANDLIN. Madam Chair,
thank you for the opportunity to offer this

I thank Chairman
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amendment to the America COMPETES Act. |
am grateful to Chairwoman SLAUGHTER and
the Rules Committee for making this amend-
ment in order.

I'd also like to thank Chairman GORDON for
his support for this amendment and for his
nearly 26 years of service in this Chamber. |
congratulate him on his hard work on this bill
and wish him and his family the best as he
gets ready to move on to the next chapter in
his career.

This amendment expresses the sense of the
Congress that the National Science Founda-
tion should respond to the recommendations
of the National Academy of Sciences and Na-
tional Science and Technology Council regard-
ing investments in facilities, and to make joint
investments with the Department of Energy
where possible.

Currently, the NSF in investing in one such
project with the Department of Energy for a
joint facility in South Dakota, in response to
the recommendations of the National Acad-
emy of Sciences and National Science and
Technology Council.

The facility in Lead, South Dakota is known
as the Deep Underground Science and Engi-
neering Laboratory, or DUSEL. A deep under-
ground facility will shield experiments from
cosmic rays that interfere with results. The
DUSEL in Lead will be the largest deep under-
ground facility in the world; Russia, Italy, and
Japan already have deep underground facili-
ties.

Lead is the home of the Homestake gold
mine, once the largest and deepest gold mine
in North America. The DUSEL will continue a
long history of scientific exploration in the
Homestake mine, which began with the solar
neutrino experiments of the 1960s.

Construction is already underway at the
mine to accommodate this new 21st century
scientific project of national significance. Prep-
arations for a Large Underground Xenon, or
LUX, detector are already occurring 4,850 feet
below the surface. The mission of the LUX de-
tector is to detect dark matter which makes up
approximately 95 percent of mass in the
known universe. This experiment will help us
better understand the makeup of the universe.

The DUSEL project promises to advance
our understanding in a number of scientific
disciplines, including particle and nuclear
physics, geology, hydrology, geo-engineering,
biology, and biochemistry. Experiments in the
mine will be conducted at the surface and up
to 8,000 feet deep. It will also have an impor-
tant educational component for K-12 students
all the way through graduate school students.
Educating our girls and boys at a younger age
in science will help them achieve as they get
older and encourage them to pursue scientific
careers.

| am grateful for Chairman GORDON’s sup-
port for this amendment and urge my col-
leagues to approve this amendment and help
advance the cause of science and continue
our Nation’s leading role in exploring the foun-
dations of the natural world around us.

Mr. GRIJALVA. Madam Chair, | want to ex-
press my support of the America COMPETES
Act, and in its commitment to investing in
quality math and science education. Strong in-
vestments in STEM fields are essential to the
future success of our nation, both in our com-
mitment to quality education and America’s
continued leadership in science throughout the
world.



H3364

| particularly rise in strong support of the
Davis Amendment for which | am a cospon-
sor; an amendment that envisions the increas-
ingly important role that community colleges
can and should play in the advancement of
STEM education and STEM career training.

Community colleges are an affordable and
accessible educational vehicle. They provide
high quality education and career training ro a
diverse population of students and serve the
diverse needs of their communities.

| strongly support the plan to build partner-
ships and grants to community colleges to im-
prove educational opportunities for under-
served communities, and to explore and ex-
pand the role of community colleges in STEM
fields.

This amendment will assist community col-
leges by exploring the role of two-year institu-
tions of higher education as STEM educators,
providers of the foundational elements for peo-
ple on the path to STEM careers and
transitioning to four-year instititions in STEM
degree programs.

The amendment will further task Federal
agencies with engaging underrepresented
groups in STEM and in engaging community
colleges on opportunities to participate in
STEM related research, curriculum and infra-
structure.

| thank Congressman DANNY DAvIS for his
leadership and am happy to join him on this
amendment.

Ms. HIRONO. Madam Chair, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 5116, the America COM-
PETES Reauthorization Act.

Three years ago, Congress passed the
America Creating Opportunities to Meaning-
fully Promote Excellence in Technology Edu-
cation and Science Act, or America COM-
PETES Act. Enactment of this law authorized
funds over three years for the National
Science Foundation, the National Institute of
Standards and Technology, and certain math
and science related programs within the En-
ergy Department’s Office of Science.

The 2007 law came about partly in reaction
to a 2005 National Academies report that fo-
cused on American students’ lagging perform-
ance in science and math compared with their
peers in other developed countries. In passing
this law, we realize then, as we do now, that
failure to invest in our young people by im-
proving science, technology, engineering, and
math (STEM) education at all levels will have
serious repercussions—not only in terms of
workforce development but also in our ability
to promote cutting-edge, innovative break-
throughs that will keep us competitive in the
global economy.

As a cosponsor of H.R. 5116, | believe that
America’s economy can continue to grow and
prosper if we act now to promote innovation
and the development of new technology. This
bill expands, strengthens, and aligns STEM
education programs at all levels. It allows
more schools to participate in the Robert
Noyce Teacher Scholarship program, which
trains highly competent secondary teachers in
STEM fields to teach in high-need schools. It
provides grants to increase the quantity and
quality of students receiving undergraduate
degrees in STEM and creates fellowships to
develop the leadership skills of recent doctoral
degree graduates in these fields. Importantly,
H.R. 5116 promotes participation of women
and minorities in STEM fields to strengthen
and diversify our workforce.

The America COMPETES Reauthorization
Act also creates a new program that provides
loan guarantees to small- and medium-sized
manufacturers for projects using innovative
technologies or processes. In addition, this bill
fosters innovation and basic research by sup-
porting new regional innovation clusters, cre-
ating energy innovation hubs, and reauthor-
izing ARPA-E (the Advanced Research
Projects Agency for Energy) to pursue high-
risk, high-reward technology development.

Our nation has flourished from the dreams
of pioneers who have turned innovative ideas
into breakthrough technologies. Investing in
STEM education, workforce development, and
R&D will help spur economic growth and pro-
vide quality jobs for Americans in the 21st
century.

| urge my colleagues to support this meas-
ure.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair-
man, we have no further speakers, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

It shall be in order to consider as an
original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the b5-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute printed in the bill, modified by
the amendment printed in part A of
House Report 111-479. The committee
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read.

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as
follows:

H.R. 5116

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘““America COMPETES Reauthorization Act
of 2010°°.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
TITLE [SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY
POLICY
Subtitle A—National Nanotechnology Initiative
Amendments
Short title.
National nanotechnology
amendments.
Societal dimensions of nanotechnol-
0gYy.
Technology transfer.
Research in areas of national impor-
tance.
106. Nanomanufacturing research.
107. Definitions.
Subtitle B—Networking and Information
Technology Research and Development
111. Short title.
112. Program planning and coordination.
113. Large-scale research in areas of na-
tional importance.
Cyber-physical systems and informa-
tion management.
National Coordination Office.
Improving networking and informa-
tion technology education.
Conforming and technical
ments.

101.
102.

Sec.
Sec. program

Sec. 103.

104.
105.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 114.

115.
116.

Sec.
Sec.
117.

Sec. amend-
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Subtitle C—Other OSTP Provisions

121
122

Sec.
Sec.

123
124

Sec.
Sec.

. Federal scientific collections.

. Coordination of manufacturing re-
search and development.

. Interagency public access committee.

. Fulfilling the potential of women in
academic science and engineering.

TITLE II—NATIONAL SCIENCE

Sec. 201

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

211
212
213

Sec.
Sec.

214
215

Sec.

216.

FOUNDATION

. Short title.

Subtitle A—General Provisions

. Definitions.

. Authorization of appropriations.

. National Science Board administrative

amendments.

. Broader impacts review criterion.

. National Center for Science and Engi-
neering Statistics.

Collection of data on demographics of
faculty.

Subtitle B—Research and Innovation

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec. 228

Subtit

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 301

Sec. 302
Sec. 303

Sec. 304

221.
222.
223.
224.
225.

226.

227.

241.
242.

243.
244.
245.
246.
247.
248.

249.
250.

251.
252.
253.

254.
255.

Support for potentially transformative
research.

Facilitating interdisciplinary collabo-
rations for national needs.

National Science Foundation manu-
facturing research and education.

Strengthening institutional research
partnerships.

National Science Board report on mid-
scale instrumentation.

Sense of Congress on overall support
for research infrastructure at the
Foundation.

Partnerships for innovation.

. Prize awards.

le C—STEM Education and Workforce

Training

Graduate student support.

Postdoctoral fellowship in STEM edu-
cation research.

Robert Noyce teacher scholarship pro-
gram.

Institutions serving persons with dis-
abilities.

Institutional integration.

Postdoctoral research fellowships.

Broadening participation training and
outreach.

Transforming  undergraduate
cation in STEM.

21st century graduate education.

Undergraduate broadening participa-
tion program.

Grand challenges
search.

Research experiences for undergradu-
ates.

Laboratory science pilot program.

STEM industry internship programs.

Tribal colleges and wuniversities pro-
gram.

TITLE III—STEM EDUCATION

edu-

in education re-

. Coordination of Federal STEM edu-
cation.

. Advisory committee on STEM edu-
cation.

. STEM education at the Department of
Energy.

. Green energy education.

TITLE IV—NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
STANDARDS AND TECHNOLOGY

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

401.
402.
403.

404.
405.

406.
407.
408.

Short title.

Authorization of appropriations.

Under Secretary of Commerce for
Standards and Technology.

Reorganization of NIST laboratories.

Federal Government standards and
conformity assessment coordina-
tion.

Manufacturing extension partnership.

Bioscience research program.

Emergency communication and track-
ing technologies research initia-
tive.
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409.
410.
411.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

TIP Advisory Board.
Underrepresented minorities.
Cyber security standards and guide-
lines.
Definitions.
TITLE V—INNOVATION

Office of Innovation and Entrepre-
neurship.

Federal loan guarantees for innova-
tive technologies in manufac-
turing.

Sec. 503. Regional innovation program.

TITLE VI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Subtitle A—Office of Science

Short title.

Definitions.

Mission of the Office of Science.

Basic Energy Sciences Program.

Biological and Environmental
search Program.

Advanced Scientific Computing Re-
search Program.

Fusion energy research program.

High Energy Physics Program.

Nuclear Physics Program.

Science Laboratories Infrastructure
Program.

611. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Advanced Research Projects
Agency-Energy

621. Short title.

622. ARPA-E amendments.

Subtitle C—Energy Innovation Hubs

631. Short title.
632. Energy Innovation Hubs.

Subtitle D—Cooperative Research and
Development Fund

641. Short title.
642. Cooperative research and development
fund.

TITLE VII—MISCELLANEOUS

Sec. 701. Sense of Congress.
Sec. 702. Persons with disabilities.
Sec. 703. Veterans and service members.

TITLE I—SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY
POLICY

Subtitle A—National Nanotechnology
Initiative Amendments
SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘National
Nanotechnology Initiative Amendments Act of
2010".

SEC. 102. NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY PRO-
GRAM AMENDMENTS.

The 21st Century Nanotechnology Research
and Development Act (15 U.S.C. 7501 et seq.) is
amended—

(1) by striking section 2(c)(4) and inserting the
following new paragraph:

““(4) develop, within 12 months after the date
of enactment of the National Nanotechnology
Initiative Amendments Act of 2010, and update
every 3 years thereafter, a strategic plan to
guide the activities described under subsection
(b) that specifies near-term and long-term objec-
tives for the Program, the anticipated time
frame for achieving the near-term objectives,
and the metrics to be used for assessing progress
toward the objectives, and that describes—

““(A) how the Program will move results out of
the laboratory and into applications for the ben-
efit of society, including through cooperation
and collaborations with nanotechnology vre-
search, development, and technology transition
initiatives supported by the States;

‘“‘(B) how the Program will encourage and
support interdisciplinary research and develop-
ment in nanotechnology,; and

“(C) proposed research in areas of national
importance in accordance with the requirements
of section 105 of the National Nanotechnology
Initiative Amendments Act of 2010;’;

(2) in section 2—

Sec. 412.

Sec. 501.

Sec. 502.

601.
602.
603.
604.
605.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. Re-

Sec. 606.
607.
608.
609.
610.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
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(4) in subsection (d)—

(i) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(5) as paragraphs (2) through (6), respectively;
and

(ii) by inserting the following new paragraph
before paragraph (2), as so redesignated by
clause (i) of this subparagraph:

‘(1) the Program budget, for the previous fis-
cal year, for each agency that participates in
the Program, including a breakout of spending
for the development and acquisition of research
facilities and instrumentation, for each program
component area, and for all activities pursuant
to subsection (b)(10);”’; and

(B) by inserting at the end the following new
subsection:

““(e) STANDARDS SETTING.—The agencies par-
ticipating in the Program shall support the ac-
tivities of committees involved in the develop-
ment of standards for nanotechnology and may
reimburse the travel costs of scientists and engi-
neers who participate in activities of such com-
mittees.”’;

(3) by striking section 3(b) and inserting the
following new subsection:

““(b) FUNDING.—(1) The operation of the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office
shall be supported by funds from each agency
participating in the Program. The portion of
such Office’s total budget provided by each
agency for each fiscal year shall be in the same
proportion as the agency’s share of the total
budget for the Program for the previous fiscal
year, as specified in the report required under
section 2(d)(1).

“(2) The annual report under section 2(d)
shall include—

“(A) a description of the funding required by
the National Nanotechnology Coordination Of-
fice to perform the functions specified under
subsection (a) for the mext fiscal year by cat-
egory of activity, including the funding required
to carry out the requirements of section
2(b)(10)(D), subsection (d) of this section, and
section 5;

“(B) a description of the funding required by
such Office to perform the functions specified
under subsection (a) for the current fiscal year
by category of activity, including the funding
required to carry out the requirements of sub-
section (d); and

“(C) the amount of funding provided for such
Office for the current fiscal year by each agency
participating in the Program.’’;

(4) by inserting at the end of section 3 the fol-
lowing new subsection:

““(d) PUBLIC INFORMATION.—(1) The National
Nanotechnology Coordination Office shall de-
velop and maintain a database accessible by the
public of projects funded under the Environ-
mental, Health, and Safety, the Education and
Societal Dimensions, and the Nanomanufac-
turing program component areas, 0r any Suc-
cessor program component areas, including a
description of each project, its source of funding
by agency, and its funding history. For the En-
vironmental, Health, and Safety program com-
ponent area, or QnY SUCCESSOT Program Compo-
nent area, projects shall be grouped by major
objective as defined by the research plan re-
quired wunder section 103(b) of the National
Nanotechnology Initiative Amendments Act of
2010. For the Education and Societal Dimen-
sions program component area, or any Successor
program component area, the projects shall be
grouped in subcategories of—

“(A) education in formal settings;

“(B) education in informal settings;

“(C) public outreach; and

‘(D) ethical, legal, and other societal issues.

“(2) The National Nanotechnology Coordina-
tion Office shall develop, maintain, and pub-
licize information on nanotechnology facilities
supported under the Program, and may include
information on mnanotechnology facilities sup-
ported by the States, that are accessible for use
by individuals from academic institutions and
from industry. The information shall include at

H3365

a minimum the terms and conditions for the use
of each facility, a description of the capabilities
of the instruments and equipment available for
use at the facility, and a description of the tech-
nical support available to assist users of the fa-
cility.”’;

(5) in section 4(a)—

(A) by striking “‘or designate’’;

(B) by inserting ‘“‘as a distinct entity’ after
““Advisory Panel’’; and

(C) by inserting at the end ‘“‘The Advisory
Panel shall form a subpanel with membership
having specific qualifications tailored to enable
it to carry out the requirements of subsection
(e)7).”;

(6) in section 4(b)—

(A) by striking “‘or designated’ and ‘‘or desig-
nating’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following: ‘At
least one member of the Advisory Panel shall be
an individual employed by and representing a
minority-serving institution.”’;

(7) by amending section 5 to read as follows:
“SEC. 5. TRIENNIAL EXTERNAL REVIEW OF THE

NATIONAL NANOTECHNOLOGY PRO-
GRAM.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office
shall enter into an arrangement with the Na-
tional Research Council of the National Acad-
emy of Sciences to conduct a triennial review of
the Program. The Director shall ensure that the
arrangement with the National Research Coun-
cil is concluded in order to allow sufficient time
for the reporting requirements of subsection (b)
to be satisfied. Each triennial review shall in-
clude an evaluation of the—

‘(1) research priorities and technical content
of the Program, including whether the alloca-
tion of funding among program component
areas, as designated according to section 2(c)(2),
is appropriate;

““(2) effectiveness of the Program’s manage-
ment and coordination across agencies and dis-
ciplines, including an assessment of the effec-
tiveness of the National Nanotechnology Coordi-
nation Office;

““(3) Program’s scientific and technological ac-
complishments and its success in transferring
technology to the private sector; and

‘““(4) adequacy of the Program’s activities ad-
dressing ethical, legal, environmental, and other
appropriate societal concerns, including human
health concerns.

““(b) EVALUATION TO BE TRANSMITTED TO
CONGRESS.—The National Research Council
shall document the results of each triennial re-
view carried out in accordance with subsection
(a) in a report that includes any recommenda-
tions for ways to improve the Program’s man-
agement and coordination processes and for
changes to the Program’s objectives, funding
priorities, and technical content. Each report
shall be submitted to the Director of the Na-
tional Nanotechnology Coordination Office,
who shall transmit it to the Advisory Panel, the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate, and the Committee on
Science and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives not later than September 30 of every
third year, with the first report due September
30, 2010.

‘“‘(c) FUNDING.—Of the amounts provided in
accordance with section 3(b)(1), the following
amounts shall be available to carry out this sec-
tion:

““(1) 3500,000 for fiscal year 2010.

““(2) $500,000 for fiscal year 2011.

““(3) $500,000 for fiscal year 2012.”’; and

(8) in section 10—

(4) by amending paragraph (2) to read as fol-
lows:

““(2) NANOTECHNOLOGY.—The term ‘nanotech-
nology’ means the science and technology that
will enable one to understand, measure, manip-
ulate, and manufacture at the nanoscale, aimed
at creating materials, devices, and systems with
fundamentally mew properties or functions.’’;
and
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(B) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(7) NANOSCALE.—The term ‘nanoscale’ means
one or more dimensions of between approri-
mately 1 and 100 nanometers.”.

SEC. 103. SOCIETAL DIMENSIONS OF NANOTECH-
NOLOGY.

(a) COORDINATOR FOR SOCIETAL DIMENSIONS
OF NANOTECHNOLOGY.—The Director of the Of-
fice of Science and Technology Policy shall des-
ignate an associate director of the Office of
Science and Technology Policy as the Coordi-
nator for Societal Dimensions of Nanotechnol-
09y. The Coordinator shall be responsible for
oversight of the coordination, planning, and
budget prioritization of activities required by
section 2(b)(10) of the 21st Century Nanotech-
nology Research and Development Act (15
U.S.C. 7501(b)(10)). The Coordinator shall, with
the assistance of appropriate senior officials of
the agencies funding activities within the Envi-
ronmental, Health, and Safety and the Edu-
cation and Societal Dimensions program compo-
nent areas of the Program, or any Successor pro-
gram component areas, ensure that the require-
ments of such section 2(b)(10) are satisfied. The
responsibilities of the Coordinator shall in-
clude—

(1) ensuring that a research plan for the envi-
ronmental, health, and safety research activities
required under subsection (b) is developed, up-
dated, and implemented and that the plan is re-
sponsive to the recommendations of the
subpanel of the Advisory Panel established
under section 4(a) of the 21st Century Nanotech-
nology Research and Development Act (15
U.S.C. 7503(a)), as amended by this subtitle;

(2) encouraging and monitoring the efforts of
the agencies participating in the Program to al-
locate the level of resources and management at-
tention necessary to ensure that the ethical,
legal, environmental, and other appropriate so-
cietal concerns related to manotechnology, in-
cluding human health concerns, are addressed
under the Program, including the implementa-
tion of the research plan described in subsection
(b); and

(3) encouraging the agencies required to de-
velop the research plan under subsection (b) to
identify, assess, and implement suitable mecha-
nisms for the establishment of public-private
partnerships for support of environmental,
health, and safety research.

(b) RESEARCH PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Coordinator for Societal
Dimensions of Nanotechnology shall convene
and chair a panel comprised of representatives
from the agencies funding research activities
under the Environmental, Health, and Safety
program component area of the Program, or any
successor program component area, and from
such other agencies as the Coordinator con-
siders necessary to develop, periodically update,
and coordinate the implementation of a research
plan for this program component area. In devel-
oping and updating the plan, the panel con-
vened by the Coordinator shall solicit and be re-
sponsive to recommendations and advice from—

(4) the subpanel of the Advisory Panel estab-
lished under section 4(a) of the 21st Century
Nanotechnology Research and Development Act
(15 U.S.C. 7503(a)), as amended by this subtitle;
and

(B) the agencies responsible for environ-
mental, health, and safety regulations associ-
ated with the production, use, and disposal of
nanoscale materials and products.

(2) DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARDS.—The plan
required under paragraph (1) shall include a de-
scription of how the Program will help to ensure
the development of—

(A) standards related to nomenclature associ-
ated with engineered nanoscale materials;

(B) engineered manoscale standard reference
materials for environmental, health, and safety
testing; and

(C) standards related to methods and proce-
dures for detecting, measuring, monitoring, sam-
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pling, and testing engineered nanoscale mate-
rials for environmental, health, and safety im-
pacts.

(3) COMPONENTS OF PLAN.—The plan required
under paragraph (1) shall, with respect to ac-
tivities described in paragraphs (1) and (2)—

(A) specify near-term research objectives and
long-term research objectives;

(B) specify milestones associated with each
near-term objective and the estimated time and
resources required to reach each milestone;

(C) with respect to subparagraphs (A) and
(B), describe the role of each agency carrying
out or sponsoring research in order to meet the
objectives specified under subparagraph (4) and
to achieve the milestones specified under sub-
paragraph (B);

(D) specify the funding allocated to each
major objective of the plan and the source of
funding by agency for the current fiscal year;
and

(E) estimate the funding required for each
magjor objective of the plan and the source of
funding by agency for the following 3 fiscal
years.

(4) TRANSMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—The plan re-
quired under paragraph (1) shall be submitted
not later than 60 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation of the Senate and
the Committee on Science and Technology of the
House of Representatives.

(5) UPDATING AND APPENDING TO REPORT.—
The plan required under paragraph (1) shall be
updated annually and appended to the report
required under section 2(d) of the 21st Century
Nanotechnology Research and Development Act
(15 U.S.C. 7501(d)).

(¢) NANOTECHNOLOGY PARTNERSHIPS.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—As part of the program
authorized by section 9 of the National Science
Foundation Authorization Act of 2002, the Di-
rector of the National Science Foundation shall
provide 1 or more grants to establish partner-
ships as defined by subsection (a)(2) of that sec-
tion, except that each such partnership shall in-
clude 1 or more businesses engaged in the pro-
duction of nanoscale materials, products, or de-
vices. Partnerships established in accordance
with this subsection shall be designated as
“Nanotechnology Education Partnerships’’.

(2) PURPOSE.—Nanotechnology Education
Partnerships shall be designed to recruit and
help prepare secondary school students to pur-
sue postsecondary level courses of instruction in
nanotechnology. At a minimum, grants shall be
used to support—

(A) professional development activities to en-
able secondary school teachers to use curricular
materials incorporating nanotechnology and to
inform teachers about career possibilities for
students in nanotechnology;

(B) enrichment programs for students, includ-
ing access to mnanotechnology facilities and
equipment at partner institutions, to increase
their understanding of nanoscale science and
technology and to inform them about career pos-
sibilities in manotechnology as scientists, engi-
neers, and technicians; and

(C) identification of appropriate nanotechnol-
0gy educational materials and incorporation of
nanotechnology into the curriculum for sec-
ondary school students at one or more organiza-
tions participating in a Partnership.

(3) SELECTION.—Grants under this subsection
shall be awarded in accordance with subsection
(b) of such section 9, except that paragraph
(3)(B) of that subsection shall not apply.

(d) UNDERGRADUATE EDUCATION PROGRAMS.—

(1) ACTIVITIES SUPPORTED.—AS part of the ac-
tivities included under the Education and Soci-
etal Dimensions program component area, or
any successor program component area, the Pro-
gram shall support efforts to introduce
nanoscale science, engineering, and technology
into undergraduate science and engineering
education through a variety of interdisciplinary
approaches. Activities supported may include—
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(4) development of courses of instruction or
modules to existing courses;

(B) faculty professional development; and

(C) acquisition of equipment and instrumenta-
tion suitable for undergraduate education and
research in nanotechnology.

(2) COURSE, CURRICULUM, AND LABORATORY
IMPROVEMENT AUTHORIZATION.—There are au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Director of
the National Science Foundation to carry out
activities described in paragraph (1) through the
Course, Curriculum, and Laboratory Improve-
ment program from amounts authorized under
section 7002(c)(2)(B) of the America COMPETES
Act, 35,000,000 for fiscal year 2010.

(3) ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY EDUCATION AU-
THORIZATION.—There are authoriced to be ap-
propriated to the Director of the National
Science Foundation to carry out activities de-
scribed in paragraph (1) through the Advanced
Technology Education program from amounts
authoriced under section 7002(c)(2)(B) of the
America COMPETES Act, $5,000,000 for fiscal
year 2010.

(e) INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP.—The Na-
tional Science and Technology Council shall es-
tablish under the Nanoscale Science, Engineer-
ing, and Technology Subcommittee an Edu-
cation Working Group to coordinate, prioritize,
and plan the educational activities supported
under the Program.

(f) SOCIETAL DIMENSIONS IN NANOTECHNOLOGY
EDUCATION  ACTIVITIES.—Activities supported
under the Education and Societal Dimensions
program component area, or any SUCCESSOT Pro-
gram component area, that involve informal,
precollege, or undergraduate nanotechnology
education shall include education regarding the
environmental, health and safety, and other so-
cietal aspects of nanotechnology.

(9) REMOTE ACCESS TO NANOTECHNOLOGY FA-
CILITIES.—(1) Agencies supporting nanotechnol-
09y research facilities as part of the Program
shall require the entities that operate such fa-
cilities to allow access via the Internet, and sup-
port the costs associated with the provision of
such access, by secondary school students and
teachers, to instruments and equipment within
such facilities for educational purposes. The
agencies may waive this requirement for cases
when particular facilities 